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PREFACE 


I HAVE been asked by the Council of the BLAVATSKY 
ASSOCIATION to write for them a concise analysis of the 1885 
Report of the Society for Psychical Research “© оп the pheno- 
mena connected with the Theosophical Society "—otherwise, the 


, phenomena associated with the personality of Mme. H. P. Blavatsky. 


I have undertaken to do this with great reluctance and 
distaste—but nevertheless with a somewhat strong inner urge— 
for several reasons. In the first place, the Report is now prac- 
tically out of date, and it seems rather late in the day to write 
about it at all ; so much has happened since then in the spread 
of the Theosophical Movement which Mme. Blavatsky inaugur- 
ated that the conclusions of the Report, and the prophecies 
which the Committee who drew it up ventured to make, are 
already falsified ; whilst psychical research has itself made such 
progress as to place the phenomena on a much more credible 
basis to-day than was the case forty years ago. 

At the time the Report was issued Mme. Blavatsky had 
not written The Secret Doctrine, The Key to Theosophy, or The 
Voice of the Silence. Moreover, we have recently come into 
possession of a large volume of The Letters of the Mahatmas to 
A. P. Sinnett, and also the letters of Mme. Blavatsky herself 
to Mr. Sinnett. These throw a flood of light upon many incidents 
which were previously obscure. 

In the second place, the Report has only an indirect bearing 
on the teachings of Theosophy: these teachings being what I 
was in the first instance—and am to the last—interested in; 
the phenomena, and even the personality of the teacher being to- 
me at that time of quite secondary importance; as, indeed, they 
must necessarily be to-day for all those whose lives have been 
so profoundly influenced by these teachings, and who did not 
know Mme. Blavatsky personally. Moreover, as Mahatma 
‘ M’ says in one of his letters to A. P. Sinnett (p. 262): “If our 
philosophy is wrong a wonder will not set it right.” And we might 
paraphrase this and say: If the philosophy is right, a bogus 
wonder will not make it wrong. 

The S.P.R. Report cannot to-day—nor indeed did it at that 
time—make any difference to those for whom Theosophy, the 
Ancient Wisdom Religion, has been the great TRUTH which has not 
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merely presented the only rational solution of the more intel- 
lectual problems of life, but which has also appealed to their 
deeper intuitions in a strange, mysterious manner, as if it were 
the recovery of a knowledge attained in far back incarnations, 
and now happily once more discovered. 

In the third place, the H. P. Blavatsky whom I knew | 
personally was certainly not the “accomplished impostor” | 
presented to us in the S.P.R. Report ; and I was absolutely un- 
acquainted with the Mme. Blavatsky presented to us in Solovyoff's | 
book, A Modern Priestess of Isis, to which I shall make a 
short reference later on, since the S.P.R. saw fit, ten years 
after their own Report was issued, to endeavour to bolster up 
their case by sponsoring Solovyofi's book: their Report by itself | 
having entirely failed to bring about the collapse of the Theo- 
sophical Movement. 

If such a personality as is presented in these two documents | 
ever existed, she must have utterly vanished by the time I came | 
to know the author of The Secret Doctrine and The Voice of the — 
Silence, etc. | 

Nevertheless, the Report and the book are even now sometimes | 
quoted as having definitely proved that the psychic phenomena | 
associated with Mme. Blavatsky were entirely fraudulent ; and 
also that the Masters or Mahatmas from whom she claimed to 
have received her teachings were her own invention, and do not, | 
in fact, exist. | 

I shall show that the Report does not prove by any evidence | 
that would be accepted in a court of law either the one or other - 
of these assumptions. As for Solovyoff's book—that shall speak 
for itself later on. 

Ihave found, on making a close analysis of the Report for the 
purpose of this monograph, that there are several vital discrep- 
ancies in it which previous critics on behalf of Mme. Blavatsky 
appear to have overlooked ; and it may be as wellfor the sake 
of posterity, as also for our present purpose, since Mme. 
Ri es oe oi ea 

c i eteenth century—“ the sphinx of the 
nineteenth century "—to place on record in a concise form 2 
critical survey of this damnatory Report. The only other concisé 
criticism at present available is that of Mrs Annie Besant, 
published in 1907 under the title of H. P. Вара}, 5 
of the Wisdom. The replies whi ECD IAD AS 

ch were made to the Report 


at the time it was published are more or ] a 
: e 
and magazines. 55 scattered in books 
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The attacks which are made to-day on the character and work 
of the founder of the Theosophical Movement emanate princi- 
pally from so-called ‘ Christian’ and ‘ Spiritualistic’ sources ; 
but it is seldom that the teachings themselves are impugned. 
It is apparently thought by these detractors that if they only 
throw sufficient mud at the woman who gave the teachings to 
the world they are thereby amply discrediting the teachings 
themselves. But if any one wishes to prove that Shakespeare 
wrote bad plays, or Wagner bad music, he surely does not do so 
by endeavouring to prove that the one was once a poacher and 
the other an immoral man. 

I have often been aghast at the freedom with which some of 
these detractors, even so-called ‘ dignitaries’ of the Church, have 
not hesitated to slander and vilify a dead woman by repeating 
statements which have been amply refuted over and over again, 
and which in any case the recognized code of decent respect for 
the dead—not to mention the Karmic Law, “© judge not that ye 
be not judged ”, and, for all those who call themselves Christians 
at all events, the precepts and example of Jesus Christ Himself— 
should have prevented them from doing. When these detractors 
have been challenged to show—apart from the promulgation of 
the teachings which they dislike—what evi] Mme. Blavatsky 
did, they have been silent. 

My own association with Mme. Blavatsky commenced in 
1888, after the S.P.R. Report had been published nearly three 
years. She was then permanently settled in London—the head- 
quarters of the enemy—and had gathered round her a devoted 
and highly intellectual group of workers in the cause of Theosophy. 

I never saw her perform any phenomena, nor did I ever ask her 
to perform any. I did not see how any of the phenomena she 
was reputed to have performed could be any evidence of the 
truth of the teachings, though they might possibly have gone to 
prove the existence of the Masters, as also the fact that every 
individual possesses unknown and undeveloped psychic faculties 
and powers. This, as I have said above, has since been amply 
proved by psychical research itself. I did consider, however, 
in spite of the S.P.R. Report, that her phenomenal powers had 
been fully testified by a very large number of credible witnesses. 
I naturally held in reserve a great many conclusions when I first 
made her acquaintance; but I have never seen any reason to go 
back on my first favourable impressions ; and I have since then 
made the philosophy which I learnt from her the basis of all my 
own literary work during the last thirty-five years. 
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For the purpose of this monograph I have made a much closer | 
study and analysis of the S.P.R. Report than I had previously | 
done. I not merely find nothing therein to modify my previous 
conclusions, but more and more as I have proceeded with that 
analysis I have perceived that the Report is a colossal example 
of suppressio veri, suggestio falst. 

The Report is drawn up with such a plausible appearance of | 
exhaustive investigation that it is difficult for those who have 
not a more extended knowledge of the facts than is presented 
therein to recognize the specious nature of the ‘evidence’ put 
forward, and how much has really been suppressed. But I do 
not see how any one can make a really critical study of it without 
recognizing the fact that it is simply a brief for the prosecution. 
The history of our law courts is full of cases which show how | 
easily a prosecution can twist circumstances and events into an 
apparently damning indictment. 

But even further than that, the Committee of the S.P.R closed 
the case after receiving Mr. Hodgson’s Report of his visit to | 
India ; in other words, the Committee closed the case after hearing 
the speech of the counsel for the prosecution. On page 205 they | 
say: “ After examining Mr. Hodgson's Report of the results of 
his personal inquiries, they are of opinion that the testimony 
'to these marvels is in no case sufficient, taking amount and | 
character together, to resist the force of the general presumption | 
above mentioned.” This ‘presumption’ was: “That all the | 
marvellous narratives put forward as evidence of the existence | 
and occult power of the Mahatmas are to be explained as due 
either (а) to deliberate deception carried out by or at the insti- 
gation of Madame Blavatsky, ог (b) to spontaneous illusion, ог 
hallucination, or unconscious misrepresentation or invention on 
the part of the witnesses.” | 

Well, if they had stopped there, and had left every one to | 
form their own opinion from the Report, there might have been | 
less to be said. But as a matter of fact they go far beyond this | 
in the last paragraph of their statement, and definitely brand | 
Mme. Blavatsky as an impostor. Moreover, they never gave | 
her or any one else a chance of seeing the Report and replying | 
to it before they published it. They did not even submit to the | 
defence the alleged forged letters from Mme. Blavatsky to | 
Mme. Coulomb on which so much of their ‘ evidence’ rests: 
What would be thought of such a procedure in a court of law ? 

A detailed analysis of the Report would fill a large volume, 
and certainly would not be read to any extent ; nor do I suppose . 
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for one moment that it would serve to convince those who do 
not wish to be convinced. I shall therefore confine myself in 
this monograph to showing as concisely as possible, in the first 
place, that the Report proves nothing by any evidence that would 
be accepted in a court of law; and that in fact it is simply a 
mass of conjectures and theories, in many cases too absurd to be 
considered for a moment ; and in the second place I shall show 
that even if fraud could be said to have been proved in one or 
two instances, the sweeping inferences which are drawn therefrom 
go far beyond their legitimate bearing, and do not in any case 
touch the great work which Mme. Blavatsky accomplished in 
the literature which she gave to the world in Isis Unveiled, The 
Secret Doctrine, The Key to Theosophy, and The Voice of the 
Silence. It is by that literature and its gradual acceptance as 
being a fresh inflow of spiritual teaching at a time when the 
world was drifting into materialism, and not by the S.P.R. 
Report, that H. P. Blavatsky will be judged by posterity. And 
though for a long time to come there must necessarily be many 
who cannot accept the teachings contained in her works, and 
who will doubtless continue to denounce these teachings because 
they may appear to run counter to their own religious or other 
prejudices, yet I may perhaps hope that this analysis will do 
something to check the reckless use of the S.P.R. Report as if it 
were an infallible document. I trust also that it will help to 
dissociate entirely the phenomenal and merely personal aspects 
of Mme. Blavatsky’s life from the teachings and literary work 
which she gave to the world, and which will most assuredly as 
time goes on place her name amongst those of the world’s great 
light-bringers. 

If, as is most probable, when all is said and done, those who 
wish to accept the conclusions of the S.P.R. Report will still 
continue to do so, then we must say to them: Very well, you 
have still to account for the greatest of all the phenomena, the 
production by this same woman whom you denounce as a fraud 
and a charlatan of the literature I have named; and more 
particularly the production by a broken-down worn-out woman, 
who ought physically to have died years previously, of that great 
work The Secret Doctrine. This was perhaps the greatest wonder 
of all in the life of this wonderful woman. We have it on indis- 
putable evidence that she was at least three times restored to 
life, when practically dead, by the direct presence and action of 
her Master. This, and her own indomitable will to write The 
Secret Doctrine, and to carry her work through to the farthest 
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possible point before giving in, kept her not merely alive, but at 
her desk from morning to night in spite of a continuous physical 
martyrdom. You have either to solve the psychological problem 
as to how Mme. Blavatsky the ‘ charlatan’ could be the same 
person as the Mme. Blavatsky who wrote that work, or else 
you must fall back upon some double personality theory, and 
acknowledge that there is no connexion whatever between the 
one person and the other; between the phenomena which you 
say were fraudulent, and which the Society for Psychical Research 
did not witness, and the greater phenomenon of The Secret 
Doctrine which stands visibly before your eyes. 

But there is possibly even a greater difficulty than that for 
critics and detractors to solve. How is it that notwithstanding 
the S.P.R. Report Mme. Blavatsky was able to settle in 
London, and to gather round her a devoted band of men and 
women of character, of public standing, and scholarly and literary 
ability ? 

Perhaps the best answer of all to anything that can be said 
or written in reply to the S.P.R. Report is the symposium issued 
soon after Mme. Blavatsky’s death in 1891, and entitled In 
Memory of Helena Petrovna Blavatsky, by Some of Her Pupils. 
There are twenty-three personal records in that book, besides 
other matter to which one can pass from the S.P.R. Report and 
Solovyoff's book as one might pass after stumbling in the darkness 
of a primeval forest through slimy bogs into brilliant sunshine, 
and find one’s feet on firm ground. 

I can only instance two cases from this symposium, since they 
bear directly upon the question of the validity of the S.P.R. 
Report. These two cases are those of Mrs. Annie Besant and 
Mr. Herbert Burrows. It is well known that these two were 
closely associated in Socialistic work and agnostic propaganda. 
To join the Theosophical Society, as they did together in 1889, 
was practically to turn their backs on all their past efforts and 
асыу ойшы Yet they took the step because of the 

eachings. isis what Mr. Burro i 1 i 
PEE SG. WS says of his early impressions 

“T caught glimpses of a lofty morality, of a self-sacrificing 
zeal, of a coherent philosophy of life, of a clear and definite 
science of man and his relations to a spiritual universe. These 
it was which attracted me—not phenomena, for I saw none. . . - 
Quickly I learned that the so-called charlatan and trickster was 
a noble soul.” 


Well, before Mme. Blavatsky would accept these two as 
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members of the Theosophical Society she told them to go апа 
read the S.P.R. Report. This is what Mr. Burrows says of this 
in another place (Isis Very Much Unveiled, p. 81) : 


“ We read it separately, analysed it—and joined. І brought to it 
my Civil Service training, what business faculties I had, and a fair 
knowledge of the laws of evidence. I am a sceptic by nature, and I 
was then a materialist, and the honest conclusion that I came to was 
that the case for the prosecution was far too weak to warrant a con- 
viction. That opinion I still hold. I suppose that nine out of ten 
people who talk glibly about the Report have never seen even the 
covers of it." 


I may add to the above one more testimony, a quite recent 
one. Mr. G. R. S. Mead, the well-known scholar, and for seven- 
teen years editor of The Quest Quarterly Review, was intimately 
associated with Mme. Blavatsky during the last three years 
of her life, having given up his profession of teaching to work 
with her. This is what he says in The Quest, April 1926: 


* Whatever else Yelena Petrovna was . . . she was not, within 
my experience at any rate, the vulgar trickster and charlatan of 
hostile popular legend. І do not of course know what happened when 
I was not there ; but then nearly all of her accusers are equally in the 
same boat.” 


I wish to add here that all that I am saying in this analysis 
to discredit the S.P.R. Report does not mean that I unhesitatingly 
accept each and all of the phenomena dealt with in that Report 
as having actually occurred as testified by those who witnessed 
them. I am no more in a position to prove that they did than 
Mr. Hodgson was to prove that they did not; and as I have said 
above, I do not really concern myself as to whether they did 
or did not. 





THE REPORT: INTRODUCTORY 


The following is quoted from the Proceedings of the Society, 
Part IX, December 1885, p. 201 ff. This number of the Pro- 
ceedings also contains the full Report made by Mr. Richard 
Hodgson after his visit to India, November 1884 to April 1885, 
and which is mainly the subject of the criticism contained in 
the following pages : 


* In May 1884 the Council of the Society for Psychical Research 
appointed a Committee for the purpose of taking such evidence as to 
the alleged phenomena connected with the Theosophical Society as 
might be offered by members of that body at the time in England, or 
as could be collected elsewhere. 

** "The Committee consisted of the following members, with power 
to add to their number: Messrs. E. Gurney, F. W. H. Myers, F. 
Podmore, H. Sidgwick, and J. H. Stack. They have since -added 
Mr. R. Hodgson and Mrs. Sidgwick to their number." 


After stating that the Committee had the opportunity of 
examining Col. Olcott and Mme. Blavatsky, as well as several 
other members of the Society, the Report goes on to say (p. 203) : 


' In December 1884 the Committee considered that the time had 
come to issue a preliminary and provisional Report. . . . The con- 
clusion then come to was expressed as follows: On the whole (though 
with some serious reserves) it seems undeniable that there is à prima 
facie case, for some part, at least, of the claim made, which, at the 


point which the investigations of the Society have now reached, cannot, 
with consistency, be ignored.” 


Accordingly, Mr. R. Hodgson was sent to India to continue 
the investigations. Mr. Hodgson’s instructions were: in the 
first place to ascertain if possible the genuineness of the letters 
said to have been written by Mme. Blavatsky to M. and 


Mme. Coulomb, portions of which had been published in 


The Madras Christian College Magazine for September and 


October 1884; or whether, as stated by Mme. Blavatsky and 
other Theosophists, these letters were forgeries. 

М. and Mme. Coulomb, it may be explained ‘here, had 
previously occupied a position of trust at the head-quarters of 


the Theosophical Society in Bombay and Madras, but меге 
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expelled in May 1884 for very substantial reasons, which will 
appear later on (p. 29). 
In the second place, Mr. Hodgson was instructed (p. 204) : 


“ by cross-examination and otherwise to obtain evidence which might 
assist the Committee in judging of the value to be attached to the 
testimony of some of the principal witnesses; that he should examine 
localities where phenomena had occurred, with a view to ascertaining 
whether the explanations by trickery, that suggested themselves to 
the Committee, or any other such explanations, were possible; and 
in particular, as already said, that he should, as far as possible, verify 
the statements of the Coulombs with a view to judging whether their 
explanations of the phenomena were plausible. For it is obvious that 
no value for the purpose of psychical research can be attached to pheno- 
mena where persons like the Coulombs have been concerned, if it can 
be plausibly shown that they might themselves have produced them : 
while at the same time, their unsupported assertion that they did 
produce them, cannot be taken by itself as evidence ” (Italics mine). 


With this latter paragraph I am in full agreement; but I 
must remark here, in the first place, that the Report does not 
contain a single scrap of evidence which would be accepted in a 
court of law as proof that the phenomena were actually produced 
as stated by the Coulombs ; and in the second place, that there 
is altogether lacking in the Report any evidence that Mr. Hodgson 
did subject the Coulombs to the severe examination required, 
“ where persons like the Coulombs are concerned." Indeed, I 
may say here, and I shall show later on, that when the whole 
Report is boiled down and strained out there is not a single 
witness, according to Mr. Hodgson, in the whole case whose 
evidence is worth anything except the Coulombs ! 

In quoting the above paragraph I have italicized the words 
* possible’, ‘ plausible’, and ‘ might’, for this reason: the proof 
that a certain explanation of a phenomenon is possible or plausible 
is not proof that it did take place in that manner. There is a 
vast difference between mere assumption and actual proof, and 
though we may agree that “ for the purposes of psychical research ” 
a phenomenon cannot be said to be of any evidential value when 
a purely physical explanation is posszble, that is quite a different 
matter from branding a woman as a fraud and a charlatan on 
the basis of these ‘ possible ' or * plausible explanations. 

In this respect, therefore, the Committee went far beyond 
the limits of what they themselves professed to be their objective, 
viz. to ascertain whether there might be ' possible ' or “` plausible ’ 
explanations of the phenomena which would put them out of 
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court for the purpose of psychical research. The utmost verdict 
of the S.P.R. should have been, ' not proven’; with every one | 
left free to form their own opinions from the Report itself and the 
replies which were published thereto. These replies ought in 
fact to have appeared with the Report. Without them it is 
simply a statement for the prosecution, with an endeavour to | 
twist every incident and every witness into a pre-judged verdict. 
Unfortunately those who read (?) the Report, seldom if ever have 
the replies before them. 

The pages of the Report are almost as freely besprinkled with 
‘if’, and ‘might’, and ‘ possibly ', and ' probably’, etc., ete., | 
as there are full-stops on a page. | 

One very general misconception about the Report which 
appears to prevail among those who make use of it, even in the 
present day, may be corrected here. It would appear from what 
I have already quoted from the Report itself as to its scope that 
neither Mr. Hodgson nor any member of the Committee witnessed | 
the actual phenomena with which the Report deals. The | 
phenomena themselves took place from one to four years before 
Mr. Hodgson went to India. 

Now the Report is entitled: “ REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE | 
APPOINTED TO INVESTIGATE PHENOMENA CONNECTED WITH THE 
THEOSOPHICAL SOCIETY.” 

But : \ 


(т) The Society never investigated the phenomena. 

(2) It delegated the work to a Committee. 

(3) The Committee never Investigated the phenomena. | 

(4) The Committee delegated the work to Mr. Hodgson to | 
investigate the evidence for.phenomena which had | 
taken place years previously. | 


(5) Mr. Hodgson, therefore, did not investigate the pheno- | 
mena. | 


i Consequently, the very title on the Report is misleading, for | 

the phenomena connected with the Theosophical Society " were | 
not investigated at all. What was investigated was simply the | 
evidence of persons said to have witnessed the phenomena ; and | 
what the Committee really endeavoured to do—as is shown by | 
the words of the Report itself—was to find ‘ plausible ' theories | 
whereby the genuine nature of the phenomena could be explained | 
away. To what lengths this plausibility goes will appear in due | 
course. | 


The Report is by no means an easy one to assimilate in all its | 
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details; the real émwardness of it—perhaps I should rather say 
the real shallowness of it—is so wrapped up in a mass of ' plausible’ 
assumptions that it is not easy to disentangle the really important 
Írom the spurious and irrelevant matter. 

One can very well understand that a reader already prejudiced 
against Mme. Blavatsky, or against Theosophy itself, would not 
merely accept with satisfaction, but without any critical judg- 
ment, the seemingly ' plausible’ conclusions of the Committee, 
but would also readily be able to pick out here and there sentences 
which lend themselves to a cheap and vulgar ridicule. I do not 
suppose that one in ten of Mme. Blavatsky's critics and detractors 
who have quoted from this Report have taken the trouble to 
read it from beginning to end, much less to analyse it, or to 
apply to it the recognized principles of legal evidence. 

It is, in fact, only by patient and detailed analysis that the 
evidence—or rather the lack of any real evidence—for the 
conclusions formed, the bias of the investigator, and the irrele- 
vancy of many of the conclusions, are brought to light. I may 
go further and say, that but for my own intimate knowledge of 
much that has been left out of the Report I should not have been 
able to appreciate or evaluate its spurious character. 

Apart from that, however, when one patiently endeavours to 
evaluate the weight of evidence on the one side or the other, the 
amazing conclusion dawns upon one that, according to the Report 
the only credible witnesses are the witnesses for the prosecution. 
The manner in which Mr. Hodgson endeavours to discredit the 
theosophical witnesses, the trifling inconsistencies which he lays 
hold of and magnifies for this purpose, will be shown presently ; 
but there is an entire absence from the Report of any similar 
effort to discredit the evidence of the Coulombs, who, of all the 
witnesses, are the most to be distrusted, since their evidence was 
given out of revenge, and they were paid by the missionaries for 
their Judas betrayal of their benefactor, Mme. Blavatsky. 

As a final instance of the way in which all evidence for the 
defence was treated, I may say that the letters which Mme. 
Coulomb said she had received from Mme. Blavatsky, and which 
Mme. Blavatsky said were forgeries, were withheld by the 
Committee of the S.P.R., and neither Mme. Blavatsky nor any 
other Theosophists were ever allowed to see them. 
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THE REPORT: MR. HODGSON 


Mr. Richard Hodgson, B.A., was a young man of whose 
qualifications for the task entrusted to him by the S.P.R. it is 
not possible to say anything except what one may judge from 
the Report itself. He appears to have had an unlimited amount 
of self-confidence, and we must at least credit him with a con- | 
siderable capacity for painstaking detail; but he does not appear | 
to have had any acquaintance with the laws of evidence, and | 
still less with the nature of the occult phenomena with which he | 
was called upon to deal. Psychical research at that time had | 
not accumulated the evidence for the possibility of the genuine- 
ness of the phenomena which is available to-day. In The Occult 
Review for April 1923 Mr. Ralph Shirley, the editor, writes as | 
follows : | 


“It was many years after this (S.P.R. Report) when the S.P.R. | 
came to learn, in the case of Eusapia Palladino, that even consistent 
trickery may go hand in hand with occult phenomena which will stand 
the most rigid investigation, and found themselves compelled to 
recant in Eusapia’s favour an earlier adverse decision. But in the 
case of Mme. Blavatsky, a far more complex character and a far more 
remarkable personality had to be dealt with, and neither Mr. Hodgson | 
nor probably any other members of the Society in question were equal 
to tackling so profound a psychological problem.” 


Mr. Sinnett, in his reply to the S.P.R. Report, points out | 
also that Mr. Hodgson was totally unfamiliar with the native | 
mind in relation to the occult matters with which Theosophy was | 
dealing ; that they strongly resented any attempt by Europeans | 
to obtain admittance into the inner arcana of Eastern Occultism, | 
and would in fact do all in their power to throw dust in the eyes | 
ої “an exceedingly self-reliant young man from England attempt- | 
ing the investigation of occult mysteries by the methods of 4 | 
Scotland Yard detective." This will largely account for Ma 
Hodgson having found the native witnesses so unreliable: 
witnesses in respect of whom, as Mr. Sinnett says, he should 
have been particularly on his guard. Mr. Hodgson went to Indi? | 
in November 1884, and returned to England in April 1885 (p. 203)” 

Mr. Hodgson's examination of witnesses, and the whole 










1 See Incidents in the Life of Madame Blavatsky, р. 306. 


REPORT: MR. HODGSON 17 


method of his procedure is so absolutely one-sided that we cannot 
admit his preliminary claim to be completely impartial; nor can 
we admit that his acceptance of telepathy as a proved fact 
constituted any qualification or ‘safeguard’ (p. 208) against 
prejudice. Asa matter of fact he does not once mention telepathy 
as a possible explanation of some of the phenomena, though 
Mrs. Sidgwick does so when she wishes to discredit a certain 
phenomenon (see p. 395). 

Let us see, however, to what extent Mr. Hodgson’s own 
statements are to be relied on. 

On pp. 357, 358 of the Report we find a statement by Mr. 
Mohini M. Chatterji to the effect that on one occasion when with 
Mme. Blavatsky he had heard the direct voice of one of the 
Masters speaking from another part of the room, and that he 
had heard Mme. Blavatsky speaking at the same time, so that 
it could not have been ventriloquism on her part. Commenting 
on this Mr. Hodgson says: “ Concerning this incident, I need 
only remind the reader of the hollow in the wall, which was near 
the “corner of Mme. Blavatsky's room. The confederate may 
have been [italics mine] Babula, previously instructed in the 
reply, and with a mango leaf in his mouth to disguise his voice.”’ 
Really! How very simple, how very 'easy' to explain the 
matter away thus! Itisa good sample of all his ‘ explanations ' ; 
but what is it worth as evidence of fraud? Less than nothing, 
for it is a suggestio falsi. The joke of the matter is that the 
phenomenon did not take place at Adyar, where Mme. Blavatsky's 
room had a “hollow in the wall” and a confederate who could 
speak “with a mango leaf in his mouth”. Т? took place at 
Darjeeling. But then of course there might have been more 
confederates and more mango leaves there! They appear 
according to Mr. Hodgson’s account to have existed all over 
India, whether Mme. Blavatsky was on the spot or thousands of 
miles away. We shall come across one presently even riding out 
of Tibet into Sikkhim to personate a Mahatma. 

That Mr. Hodgson’s own statements are not to be relied on 
may be further shown in one very important matter. I shall in 
fact show that in this case we must—if we apply Mr. Hodgson’s 
own methods and language—accuse him of “ a wilful and deliberate 
falsehood ” (p. 230). This is a phrase which he uses in connexion 
with the evidence of Mr. Damodar K. Mavalankar, a witness he 
particularly desires to discredit, and which related to the question 


1See A, P. Sinnett's The Occult World Phenomena and the S.P.R. George 
Redway. 1886. 
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as to who had charge of the keys of Mme. Blavatsky's rooms when 
she was at Ootacamund in 1883. On one occasion Mr. Damodar 
had said the keys were in his possession ; on another occasion 
he said that they were in the possession of the Coulombs. It is 
the first of these statements that Mr. Hodgson characterizes as 
a “ wilful and deliberate falsehood ”. | 
Now, it so happens that this same question as to the possession | 
of the keys of Mme. Blavatsky's rooms comes up later in the | 
Report with reference to the interval between Mme. Blavatsky 
leaving Adyar in February 1884 and the dismissal of the Coulombs 
in the following May. This interval is the one during which the 
Theosophical Board of Control said that M. Coulomb had con- | 
structed the various contrivances in the Occult Room and in 
Mme. Blavatsky's room which were afterwards asserted by them 
to have been used for the production of bogus phenomena. It is 
Mr. Hodgson's endeavour to show—as counsel for the prosecution | 
—that M. Coulomb could not have constructed these contrivances 


during the time stated. This is what he says (p. 340)—the 
italics are mine: B 


“ Now it would appear that after Mme. Blavatsky's departure from | 
head-quarters in 1884, the Occult Room and the Shrine were in charge | 
of Mr. Damodar (see Appendix XI); and moreover it is apparently | 
not denied by the Theosophists that workmen were about on the | 
terrace during the interval assigned to M. Coulomb for his secret work, | 
and according to Mr. Damodar the door of the stairs was at all times | 
open. If M. Coulomb under these circumstances could, without the | 
knowledge of any persons at head-quarters, have constructed the | 
double-backed cupboard, the panel in the boarding, the sideboard | 
panel, and the aperture into the recess, he would have performed 4 | 


feat which I should find much more difficult of explanation than all | 
Mme. Blavatsky’s phenomena together.” | 


| 


Very well. Let us see what this apparently crushing statement | 
is worth. | 


In the first place, he says that the keys of the Occult Room | 
and the Shrine were in charge of Mr. Damodar after Mme: | 
Blavatsky's departure. Turning, however, to p. 280 of the) 
Report, I find him saying: “ The reader will remember that the 
contrivances for trickery were investigated (by the Board atl 
Control) when M. Coulomb gave up the keys of Mme. Blavatsky 5 
rooms on May x7th or 18th.” Also in a * Mahatma’ letter which 
I have quoted later (p. 38), and which Mr. Hodgson says wa 
“no doubt written by Mme. Blavatsky ”, it is stated that : “ They. 
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[the Coulombs] are sole masters of the top story. They alone 
have full entrance to and control of the premises." Again, on 
p. 217 Mr. Hodgson says definitely: “ When Mme. Blavatsky 
and Col. Olcott left Madras to come to Europe in 1884 M. and 
Mme. Coulomb were left in complete charge of Mme. Blavatsky's 
rooms." Finally, on p. 222 he says: “ The panels in the wardrobe 
and in the teak-wood door were shown by M. Coulomb to the 
Board of Control when he gave up the keys of Mme. Blavatsky's 
rooms in May 1884." 

So then, Mr. Hodgson, it appears that, like your own con- 
demnation of Mr. Damodar's evidence, you can say one thing at 
one time and exactly the opposite at another time as may suit 
your purpose. Shall we then apply to you the same words that 
you have used about Mr. Damodar in a like case? Well, at all 
events we shall say that it absolutely discredits your contention 
that M. Coulomb could not have constructed the appliances for 
evidence of trickery at the time stated; and it also, to say the 
very least of it, reflects most seriously upon the reliability of your 
Statements in general. We shall in fact apply to you the words 
which you have applied to Col. Olcott in another place: ** The 
testimony of Col. Olcott (Mr. Hodgson) himself I found to be 
fundamentally at variance with fact in so many important points 
that it became impossible for me to place the slightest value 
upon the evidence he had offered" (p. 210). This statement of 
yours concerning Col. Olcott has not the slightest value in view 
of your own lack of truth, and plain intention to discredit every 
witness for the defence. 

With regard to the rest of the paragraph I have quoted, I 
need merely say that notwithstanding that he has found 
Damodar such an untruthful (?) witness, he can, it appears, 
quote him and accept his word whenever it suits his purpose to 
do so. 

Here is another case of Mr. Hodgson’s truthfulness (?). On 
Р. 220 we find him saying: 


** Moreover, the Occult Room, when I first received permission to 
inspect it, had been considerably altered ; its walls were covered with 
fresh plaster, and I was informed by Mr. Damodar that all traces of 
the alleged ‘ machinations’ of the Coulombs in connexion with the 
Shrine had been obliterated. This was not true, for the bricked frame 
and the aperture into the recess still existed.” 


Now if this means anything it means that the aperture existed 
when he first visited the тоот; and here again he makes the 
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unfortunate Damodar to be a liar. On turning to p. 228 we 
find him stating the following : 


“ Now with respect to the sideboard aperture and the recess, these | 


were, as I afterwards found, still in existence when І arrived at Adyar, 


though Mr. Damodar stated to me that the recess had been blocked | 
up. This last statement of Mr. Damodar's I can regard only as a | 


deliberate misrepresentation.”’ 


Very good. So far the paragraph confirms the one on p. 220 | 


above quoted. But he goes on to say: 


* Had I known that the récess still existed, I should of course | 
myself have endeavoured to enter, and should at once have discovered | 


the untruth of Mr. Damodar’s account of his own entrance." (That is 
to say that he was only able to enter with great difficulty.) 


But this second part of the paragraph absolutely negatives | 


the first part and the statement on p. 220 above, in which he 


says that these contrivances did exist when he first visited the | 
room. Who then is here the liar, Mr. Hodgson or Mr. Damodar ? | 


But what are we to think of the Committee of the S.P.R. 


itself? What sort of a critical analysis could they have made | 


of Mr. Hodgson's Report to have overlooked the glaring incon- 
sistencies I have now pointed out ? It becomes more and more 
evident as we proceed that the case was so absolutely prejudged 
that all sense of proportion, of justice, or of truth had been 


obscured and placed in the background. As regards Mr. Hodgson's | 


assertion that Mr. Damodar was a confederate with Mme. 
Blavatsky and the Coulombs, there is at least one letter in the 
Blavatsky-Coulomb letters which would negative this, and none 
which would support it. It is the letter No. 9 (p. 214) in which 
Mme. Blavatsky is represented as asking Mme. Coulomb to 
convey a letter to Damodar “ in a miraculous way ". By why 50 
if Damodar was a confederate? Damodar’s whole life and action 
in giving up his family and caste negatives all Hodgson’s assertions 
about his dishonesty and complicity; and Mr. Hodgson himself 
acknowledges (p. 310) that he had deprived himself of substantial 
property and sacrificed his worldly prospects for the sake of 
Theosophy. Mr. Hodgson, however, in his usual conjectural 


manner, endeavours to furnish Mr. Damodar with motives fat 


other than that of enthusiasm for the cause. 


Finally, as regards Damodar, it is recorded in Col. Olcott’S | 
Old Diary Leaves (Vol. ТЇЇ, p. 265) that on the 23rd April 1885 he 


set out on the final stages of his journey into Tibet to go to the 
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Masters. This is what Col. Olcott says, after quoting the last 
entry in Damodar’s Diary, saying that he was proceeding from 
Kabi alone: 


* Here the Diary ends, and this is the last written trace of this 
devoted, high-minded, enthusiastic young Brahmin, whose record 
since joining H. P. B. and myself at Bombay is one of unbroken energy 
and unfaltering zeal in the cause of humanity. A nobler heart never 
beat in a human breast, and his departure was one of the hardest 
blows we ever received. As above remarked, he had almost broken 
down his constitution by incessant official work, and when leaving 
Adyar had begun to spit blood and show signs of a rapid decline. Yet, 
with undaunted courage, he undertook the hard journey across the 
Himalayas, indifferent to the biting cold, the drifted snow, the lack 
of shelter and food, intent upon reaching the Guru whom he had first 
seen in his youth when lying on a sick bed, of whom he had lost sight 
for many years, but whom he recovered soon after joining the Theo- 
sophical Society, as his spiritual faculties developed, and he was able 
to seek him in the swkshma sarira. . . . The last that was seen of him 
by the coolies was when, with face turned towards the Tibetan frontier, 
he trudged painfully on and disappeared behind a turning of the road.” 


Well, was that the act of one who had played the part of a 
confederate to Mme. Blavatsky in the production of ' bogus 
Mahatmas'? Whether Mr. Hodgson knew of this incident before 
he published his Report or not I am unable to say. He would 
apparently be on his return voyage when it took place. But in 
any case such an incident as this goes a very long way towards 
the absolute falsification, not merely of what Mr. Hodgson has 
said about Damodar in his Report, but even of the whole Report 
itself. 

With regard to Mr. Hodgson’s acceptance of the evidence of 
the Coulombs, we find a strange absence in the Report of the 
meticulous analysis of their evidence, which Mr. Hodgson exhibits 
in the case of witnesses for the defence. From the fact that they 
were paid by the missionaries for their ' disclosures ’, as also that 
they were by self-acknowledgment fraudulent people, there should 
have been the greatest possible caution ; but one would gather 
from the Report that there was not a single case in which the 
Coulombs were discovered in any way to have been unreliable 
witnesses, or to have contradicted themselves; and where their 
evidence is contradicted by theosophical witnesses it 15 invariably 
accepted in preference to that of the latter. Mr. Hodgson says 
on p. 20 that he has never trusted to any unverified statements 
of the Coulombs, but that “ neither by frequent cross-examination 
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nor by independent investigation of their statements wherever 
circumstances permitted, have I been able to break down any 
allegations of theirs which were in any way material." 

One must note the reservations which I have italicized in this 
sentence. Mr. Hodgson does not give us any indication as to the 
number of times he has accepted their evidence where “© circum- 
stances” did not permit; and he is apparently the sole judge as 
to those in which their allegations “ уеге in any way material”. 
There is in the Report a strange absence of any mention of this 
“ independent investigation of their statements ". I can only 
find two mentioned. The first of these is in connexion with the 
so-called * saucer phenomenon ' (p. 218), in which a broken saucer 
is said to have been phenomenally repaired in the Shrine. 
Hodgson's explanation of this is, that a similar whole saucer was 
introduced into the Shrine through the back by M. Coulomb. 
This was the Coulombs' statement, and Mr. Hodgson endeavours 
to confirm it in the following manner. He says: 


“The whole ‘saucer’ found in the Shrine was shown to me at 
Adyar at my request. I examined it carefully, and I also examined 
carefully the broken pieces of the saucer which Mme. Coulomb exhibited 
as those for which the whole saucer had been substituted. The two 
“saucers ' manifestly formed a pair." 


He then goes on to say that he had ascertained that “їмо 
porcelain pin trays” had been purchased at a shop by Mme. 
Coulomb on the 3rd July, at least five weeks prior to the date of 
the phenomenon. Не says that ' pin trays’ better describes the 
articles than'saucers'. Very well. The first question we should 
ask ina cross-examination is: How does Hodgson know that the 
saucer or pin tray shown to him at Adyar, and the pieces shown 
to him by Mme. Coulomb were the actual ones used in the pheno- 
menon? We may legitimately make use here of Mr. Hodgson's 
method of arguing which runs through the whole Report. We 
shall therefore say: Assuming that the Coulombs were at the 
time collecting material for a subsequent charge of fraud against 
Mme. Blavatsky—and there is every reason to think that they 
were—what could have been easier for them than to have substi- 
tuted, after the event, another saucer, to wit, one of ће“ pin trays 5 
for the whole one? Who was there to identify the saucer ? 
The answer is, General Morgan and Damodar, the only other 
people present besides the Coulombs when the ‘ phenomenon ' 
took place. There is no word to show that Hodgson took any 
trouble to obtain this absolutely necessary confirmation. 
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We may remark further, with regard to this incident, that it 
was absolutely necessary in support of the Coulomb's assertion 
and Mr. Hodgson's theory that there should have been an opening 
at that time into the back of the Shrine from Mme. Blavatsky's 
room. This opening Hodgson has assumed, but cannot be said 
to have proved ; whilst, on the other hand, there is a mass of 
evidence from various witnesses that such an opening did not 
exist. All this evidence Mr. Hodgson tries to explain away by 
one assumption or another of unreliability on the part of the 
witnesses. 

But what finally disposes of the theory of fraud in this case 
is the letter which Mme. Coulomb herself wrote to Mme. Blavatsky 
describing the incident. Mme. Blavatsky was at the time at 
Ootacamund, and the only thing to connect her with the incident 
is in the forged letters, Nos. 2, 3, and 4 of the Report (p. 212). 
These letters, it may be observed, are not dated. On the 13th 
August Mme. Coulomb wrote to Mme. Blavatsky describing the 
incident, regretting the breakage of the saucer, and saying, among 
other things: “І verily believe I shall go silly if I stay with 
you... . I say you have dealings with old Nick.” This is a 
view which Mme. Coulomb had expressed previously, as she was 
supposed to be a Christian! But would she have written thus 
had she been a confederate? Mr. Hodgsonsays: ''Itis easy to 
read between the lines of Mme. Coulomb's letter, even without 
her statement that Mme. Blavatsky told her to be prudent in 
what she wrote." Yes, it appears to be very easy for Mr. Hodgson 
to read much which exists only in his own imagination; but he 
does not explain why Mme. Blavatsky, who thus cautioned Mme. 
Coulomb as to being prudent in what she wrote, should herself 
have been so very imprudent as the forged letters would make 
her out to be. 

The second incident in which Mr. Hodgson endeavours to 
establish outside confirmation is similar to the first, and refers 
to a pair of vases which Col. Olcott said he had received pheno- 
menally. I shall not occupy space with the details, because 
Hodgson did not see the vases, which, he says, “ had disappeared 
mysteriously ” ; insinuating that Mme. Blavatsky herself had 
made away with them. 

Now Hodgson found that Mme. Coulomb had purchased wo 
pairs of vases at a certain shop on the 25th May, and Olcott's 
entry in his diary shows that the ‘ phenomenon ' happened on 
the 26th. But what is there to show that the vases which he 
received were the ones purchased by Mme. Coulomb ? . Nothing 
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whatever but the word of the Coulombs ; nor is there anything 


to show that these vases were purchased under instructions from | 


Mme. Blavatsky. 


Another case of the loose way in which Mr. Hodgson pieces | 
together his ‘ evidence’ is to be found on p. 260. Не is trying | 


to explain how опе of the phenomena described by Мт. 
Sinnett in The Occult World, might have been fraudulently 
produced. 


He begins by asking : ‘‘ What arrangements would be necessary | 
for the phenomenon if it was a trick ? Mme. Blavatsky, we may | 
suppose ’’—does so-and-so. Then in a foot-note he naively | 


remarks: “M. Coulomb declares the arrangements were as here 


described.” Indeed! And what ‘independent investigation’ | 


has he to bring forward to support M. Coulomb’s statement ? 
None whatever. Not merely so, but it would appear that M. 
Coulomb made this statement after being prompted by Hodgson ; 
for it is Hodgson who suggests the ‘ arrangements’ in the first 
instance. But further than this: the ‘arrangements’ necessi- 


tated the assumption of a confederate at Mr. Sinnett's home eight | 


hundred miles away; this confederate having previously been 
instructed to place a piece of broken plaster plaque in a drawer 
in Mr. Sinnett’s room, and also a Mahatma letter in a closed 
telegram envelope. This latter he is supposed by Hodgson to 


have done, “ possibly by careful manipulation of the eyelets which | 


are used to fasten telegram envelopes in India; possibly by 
substituting eyelets slightly larger." But as regards this latter 
part of the ' arrangements ' there is an utter absence of confirma- 
tory evidence of the further suggestion that the ‘ confederate’ 
who was to do these supposed manipulations was Mr. Bhavani 
Rao, who was at Mr. Sinnett’s house at the time with Col. Olcott. 
Mr. Hodgson apparently does not dare to suggest that the con- 
federate might have been Col. Olcott himself. Mr. Hodgson “ сап 
find no improbability in the supposition " that Bhavani Rao was 
the confederate. Very well: Hodgson is no doubt entitled to 
form what opinions he likes; but where is the proof in all this 


mass of suppositions? Is there any genuine psychical pheno- | 


menon whatever which cannot be, and which has not as a matter 


of fact been, explained away by one sceptic or another on 9 | 


similar basis of what might have been the case? There is a vast 
difference between a might have been and a was. In the one case 


we are entitled to reserve our judgment; but we are certainly - 


not entitled to level accusations of fraud as if we had definitely 


proved the case. If we are to say was we must have very definite 
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proof, and of that proof—apart from the word of the Coulombs 
—there is a total absence in the S.P.R. Report. 

One reads with ever-increasing disgust these conjectural 
phrases with which almost every page is freely besprinkled : 
‘it may have been ’— there is nothing which might not have 
been ’—‘it might well have been ’—‘it would appear ’—‘ it is 
possible '—' what seems to have happened ’— probably '—' I 
think '—' we may suppose —'she might have ’—‘ cannot be 
regarded as at all unlikely '—' there might have been '—' she 
may have ’—etc., etc. Оп one page (268) I find: ‘inclined to 
explain'—' probably’ (twice) —' may have’ (seven times)—‘ seems 
to have '— may not have'—' might have’. Is it any wonder 
that in the end Hodgson succeeded in persuading himself that 
all these suppositions were what really happened, so that he 
finally sticks at nothing, and rejects as ‘ unreliable’, or else as 
* deliberate lies’, every scrap of evidence offered for the genuine 
explanation ? Is it any wonder that, going altogether outside 
the limits of his own investigations, he finally takes his courage 
in both hands and declares his “ unqualified opinion" that “ no 
genuine psychical phenomena whatever will be found among the 
pseudo-mysteries of the Russian lady alias Koot Hoomi Lal Sing 
alias Mahatma Morya alias Mme. Blavatsky ” ? 

Well! that ' puts the lid on’ the matter with a vengeance ! 
Every one who has testified to these phenomena is thus coolly 
written down as either a fool or a dupe—or perhaps worse—and 
this must include all the members of Mme. Blavatsky’s own 
family who have testified to her extraordinary psychic powers 
from her childhood onwards. 

To show to what lengths Mr. Hodgson can go—we might 
perhaps say, rather, to what depths he can descend—in his 
endeavour to discredit witnesses, we may instance the 
following : 

It is tolerably well known that Mme. Fadéef, Mme. Blavatsky’s 
aunt, has placed it on record that about the year 1870, when 
Mme. Blavatsky had not been heard of by her family for several 
years, and they were ready to believe that she was dead, she 
(Mme. F.) received in Odessa a letter in French, in the hand- 
writing afterwards familiar as that of * K.H.’, telling her that her 
niece was alive, and would be restored to her family “ before 18 
new moons shall have risen”. This letter is in fact the first 
“K.H.’ document on record, and is many years previous to any 
other similar communication. Mme. Fadéef goes on to say 
that this letter “ was brought to me in the most incomprehensible 

4 
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and mysterious manner, by a messenger of Asiatic appearance, 
who then disappeared before ту very eyes ”. 


Commenting upon this on p. 292 of his Report Mr. Hodgson | 


says : 


“TJ think it not improbable that this document was written by 


Mme. Blavatsky in 1879 or 1880, when the idea of corresponding with | 


one of the “ Brothers ’’ appears to have been first mooted. In weighing | 
the statement of Mme. Fadéef that she received the document about | 
the year 1870, we should remember that she is a Russian lady, and | 
the aunt of Mme. Blavatsky, and that Mme. Blavatsky may have been | 


influenced by political motives in the founding of the Theosophical | 


Society.” 


In other words, because Mme. Fadéef is a Russian lady, and | 


the aunt of Mme. Blavatsky—she is probably a liar ! 


Mr. Hodgson, it appears, afterwards became a convinced | 
spiritualist; and I have no doubt that if this had been the case | 


when he was ‘ investigating’ Mme. Blavatsky’s phenomena, he | 
would have given a very different account of them, and would in | 


all probability have put her down as a very powerful medium. 


„Мг. Hodgson's method of dealing with the overwhelming | 
evidence for the existence of the Masters or Mahatmas given by | 
those who had met with them in the flesh, is characteristic of all | 


his other' plausible’ hypotheses. This is what he says on p. 245: 


1 S I need not say much on the other alleged appearances of Mahatmas | 
in either their ordinary physical or their ‘astral’ bodies. A con- | 
federate in disguise is generally an easy and sufficient explanation of | 


them." 


Really ! We may of course agree that the explanation i$ | 
easy enough B but as for its being ' sufficient’, we may ask | 
here again: Would it be sufficient in a court of law without any | 


proof? No doubt it is sufficient enough for any sceptic, but is 


it ue? What proof has Mr. Hodgson to offer for his theory | 
ın every case? Not a scrap apart from the word of the Coulombs | 


that on two or three occasions they had personated the Mahatmas 
at the head-quarters of the Society. Their mere word in this 
respect is absolutely valueless, and in any case it does not deal 
T A ue RA ' appearances of the Mahatmas at 
uite other places. I shall refer to one of i 2 
ances later on (p. 51). Ru ed 
Is it believable that in such a mass of evidence as the Coulombs 
have given relative to phenomena which took place from one #0 


four years previously there should have been no contradictions: 
4 
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no small slips even? Mr. Hodgson only records one instance of 
the latter (р. 219) where Mme. Coulomb says in reference to the 
‘saucer’ incident that she gave two rupees eight annas each, 
instead of this amount for the pair. Instance after instance is 
given by Mr. Hodgson of the unreliability of witnesses for the 
defence on account of small slips like this. Mr. Sinnett complains 
bitterly in his published reply to the Report that Mr. Hodgson 
has discredited his evidence on account of a difference between 
ten and thirty seconds in reference to two different accounts of 
a certain phenomenon. Mr. Sinnett’s remarks are worth giving 
here. He says of this discrepancy of a few seconds that : 


“Tt is nevertheless the foundation of the major part of Mr. Hodgson’s 
subsequent theorizing about my book (The Occult World). I am an 
inaccurate man; I must be given up; I have been shown to have 
told one story at one time and another at another about the same 
thing, and there is an end of me. And whatever I may say after this, 
even if the thing itself does not betray error, it is impossible to have 
confidence in so careless an estimator of seconds. And the picture 
Mr. Hodgson gives of himself opening a letter—doubtless with ready 
appliances of boiling water and all that may be wanted—his monstrous 
assumption that Mme. Blavatsky has “ probably superior skill and 
practice " at such work—with water, it is to be presumed, always 
boiling in her pocket—is merely the beginning of the stupendous 
pyramid of extravagant conjecture which he builds, bottom upwards, 
upon the famous discrepancy of the seconds; and which men with 
reputations for intelligence to squander, are, marvellous to say, not 
ashamed to publish in the Proceedings of the Psychical Research 
Society." 1 


That is, as Mr. Sinnett says, a very good example of the way 
in which he has treated every witness except the Coulombs. The 
conclusion is inevitable : that Mr. Hodgson must have deliberately 
suppressed everything tending to discredit in the least degree the 
evidence of the Coulombs. ; 

So much for the ‘ evidence’, the reliability, the ий» of the 
young man whose Report the S.P.R. accepted, apparently without 
even a critical examination on their part, and certainly without 
giving the defendant the slightest opportunity of examining it, 
or of replying before they branded her as a fraud and a charlatan. 

Can they be said to have done this in their zeal for TRUTH ? 
Well, if so, then we may perhaps be allowed to say, O sancta 
simplicitas ! 


1 The ‘ Occult World Phenomena’ and the Society for Psychical Research by 
А. P. Sinnett, 1886, p. 17. 
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The whole issue of Mr. Hodgson’s Report turns practically on 
the truth or otherwise of the statements made by M. and Mme. 
Coulomb. These statements were, that they had assisted Mme | 
Blavatsky in causing bogus letters purporting to have come from | 
the Mahatmas to appear apparently miraculously at various times | 
and places, and more particularly in connexion with the ‘ Shrine’ | 
in the Occult Room at Adyar. They are also said to have 
impersonated the Mahatmas on some occasions when these were | 
supposed to have made an ‘astral’ appearance. | 

Now with regard to the above I may remark at once that | 
there is not in Mr. Hodgson’s Report a single scrap of direct | 
evidence in any single case in support of their statements. The | 
evidence—if such it can be called—which Mr. Hodgson brings. 
forward is entirely circumstantial and inferential. | 

We lay our finger here on what is perhaps the decisive factor | 
which would cause us to discredit totally the evidence and | 
statements of the Coulombs. It is this: According to Mr. | 
Hodgson, almost every one at Theosophical head-quarters appears | 
to have been implicated in some way or another in a conspiracy | 
to defraud. It would appear to have been a sort of mutual | 
deception society. Mme. Blavatsky is accused of having had | 
innumerable confederates besides the Coulombs ; indeed, she) 
would seem, according to Mr. Hodgson, to have had these con-| 
federates not merely at head-quarters but all over India. Now, 
how is it that out of this army of confederates not a single one | 


comes forward to support the statements of the Coulombs? | 


Not merely so, but Mme. Coulomb in her published ate 
(“ Some Account of my Intercourse with Mme. Blavatsky ”) 
does not even mention any one as being implicated in these. 
deceptions. Is it credible that if Mr. Hodgson’s wholesale 
suppositions as to confederates were true, Mme. Coulomb would 
not know of at least some of them, and have called them to het 
side in Support of her statements? 15 it credible that the 
missionaries would not also have bribed one or two of these, 25 
they bribed the Coulombs, to sell their ‘ evidence’? According 
to Mr. Hodgson, Mr. Damodar was the principal confederate at 
head-quarters. How is it that Mme. Coulomb does not implicate 
him? Not merely so, but as I have already stated (p. 20), ш 
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one of the forged letters she is requested to convey to Damodar 
a Mahatma letter ‘‘ iz a miraculous тау”. Why so if Damodar 
was a confederate? Of the impossibility of his being a con- 
federate I have already said sufficient on p. 21. The plain fact 
is that the statements of the Coulombs rest entirely on their own 
word—except as regards the forged letters, with which I deal 
later on. Just imagine: out of the whole army of confederates 
not one to support them! Would the evidence of “ persons like 
the Coulombs " have been accepted in a court of law without 
this support ? 

Well, then, the only evidence which they produce to support 
their statements consists of a number of letters said by them to 
have been written to Mme. Coulomb by Mme. Blavatsky, and 
which, if genuine, would undoubtedly appear to be decisive as to 
the matter of certain instructions given to the Coulombs to 
produce bogus phenomena. And even then we cannot account 
for Mr. Hodgson’s supposed innumerable confederates. The 
genuineness or otherwise of these letters turns entirely on the 
question of the handwriting experts’ evidence; but with that 
I shall deal later on. What I must now consider are the facts 
about the Coulombs themselves, and Mr. Hodgson’s method of 
dealing with their evidence apart from the question of the letters. 

The Report states (p. 203) that: 


* M. and Mme. Coulomb had occupied positions of trust at the 
head-quarters of the Theosophical Society for some years, but had 
been expelled from it, in May 1884, by the General Council of that 
Society during the absence of Mme. Blavatsky and Col. Olcott in 
Europe." 


The reasons for this expulsion are mentioned by Mr. Hodgson 
on pp. 278 ff, but are not given in full. I therefore give them 
here, premising that the Coulombs were cited to appear before 
the General Council on the 13th May 1884. The following were 
the charges laid against them as set forth in the official report 
of the meeting.! ; 


I. It was shown by four affidavits, that Mme. Coulomb repeatedly 
said to members of the Theosophical Society as well as to 
outsiders, that the Theosophical Society had for its object 
the overthrow of the British rule in India. 

II. Nine affidavits gave evidence that she said that the objects 
of the Society were inimical to what she believed to be true 
religion. 

1 See Report of Observations, etc., by F. Hartmann, 
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III. Ten affidavits proved that Mme. Coulomb frequently said that 
the ‘occult phenomena’ occurring at head-quarters were | 
frauds, while at other occasions she said they were the works | 
of the devil. | 

IV. Four affidavits went to show Mme. Coulomb guilty of attempt- 
ing to extort money from members of the Society. 

V. Three affidavits proved that she had wasted the funds of the | 
Society. 

VI. All the affidavits showed her guilty of lying and backbiting. | 

VII. One affidavit proved her guilty of having grossly slandered | 
H. P. B. 

VIII. Two affidavits stated how she had dissuaded people from 
joining the Society. | 

IX. All the affidavits agreed unanimously, that her presence at | 
the head-quarters was causing an immense waste of time, | 
energy, money, and that her continuance there was against | 
the interests of the T.S. | 


X. Letters proved that a blackmailing letter was sent to H. P. B. | 
by Mme. Coulomb. 
w 


The charges against M. Coulomb were: 


I. Aiding and abetting his wife in the above described machinations. | 
П. Disobedience to the orders of the Board of Control. 


As the result of this Council Meeting—Mme. Coulomb having | 
neither acknowledged nor denied any of the charges—the Coulombs | 
were discharged. | 

This crisis appears to have been hastened by a ‘ Mahatma’ | 
letter addressed to Dr. Hartmann, and given to him by Damodar. | 
Mr. Hodgson’s theory about this letter is that it was ‘ no doubt’ | 
(p. 279) written by Mme. Blavatsky—who was then apparently | 
in Paris—that it was posted to Damodar, and would reach him | 
‘ about’ April 26th, on which date he gave it to Dr. Hartmann. | 
There is, however, not a Scrap of proof of this, not even the | 


calculation as to how it would reach Damodar about the 26th. | 
Now this letter says : 


s For some time already the woman [Mme. Coulomb] has opened 
communication—a reg 


regular diplomatic pourparleys—with the enemies | 
of the cause, certain padris. She hopes for more than 2,000 rupees 
from them if she helps them ruining or at least injuring the Society 
by injuring the reputation of the Founders. Moreover, when neede, 
trap-doors will be found, as they have been forthcoming for some time: 
They are sole masters of the top story. The 


1 h: trance - 
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The letter contains some further remarks which I need not 
quote here. Mr. Hodgson's theory about this letter is (p. 302) 
that Mme. Blavatsky wrote it and posted it from Paris to Damodar 
“in order to serve as a guard against the disclosure of the trick 
apparatus". He says also: “ The substance of the document is 
certainly much more suggestive of the cunning combined with 
the inevitable ignorance of Mme. Blavatsky in Paris, than of 
any divine wisdom or knowledge of the supposed “ Mahatma М” 
in India." 

What might suggest itself here, however, to an impartial 
reader is rather, I think, that in endeavouring to prove so much 
cunning and foresight on the part of Mme. Blavatsky, Mr. 
Hodgson cuts the ground from under his own feet. He proves 
far too much ; for such an accomplished impostor would certainly 
never have given herself away as she is represented to have done 
in the forged letters. 

Now with the exception of the letter above quoted, in which 
it is stated that the Coulombs expected to receive 2,000 rupees 
from the padris for their ‘exposure’, Mr. Hodgson does not 
mention or deal with this most important item in considering 
the motives of the Coulombs, and its bearing upon their testimony 
as reliable witnesses. That the Coulombs were paid by the 
Madras Christian College authorities is acknowledged; though 
the exact amount that they received is uncertain. As to the 
morality of this transaction, we may leave our readers to decide 
for themselves. 

Apart from the College authorities having obtained ““ the best 
evidence possible at Madras as to the genuineness of the hand- 
writing ” of the Blavatsky-Coulomb letters (p. 208), they do not 
appear to have taken any steps towards ascertaining the reliability 
or truth of the statements made by the Coulombs. Mme. Coulomb 
appears, from her own statements, to have regarded, during the 
whole time that she was at head-quarters, the phenomena of 
Mme. Blavatsky as “ the work of the devil ". Mr. Hodgson makes 
no attempt to dispute this; but it is absolutely incompatible 
with the theory that Mme. Coulomb had herself produced so 
many of them by tricks. 

Dr. Hartmann in his aforementioned pamphlet, Report on 
Observations, etc., thus describes Mme. Coulomb (p. 21): 


“© A weird witch-like creature, with wrinkled features, a stinging 
'look and an uncouth form. She seemed to consider it her especial 
purpose of life to pry into everybody's private affairs, pick up stray 
letters here and there, that were not addressed to her, probably for 
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the purpose of studying the handwriting ; she attempted to wrigele 
herself into the confidence of new-comers, and had a way of finding 
out their secrets by pretending to tell their fortunes by means of a 
pack of cards; while at the same time she would try to awaken the 
sympathies of strangers by her tales, how from a life of luxury she 
had sunk down to a position of servitude, and if she found a willing 
ear she would never hesitate a moment to insinuate that the whole 
Society was a humbug, the phenomena produced by fraud, and that 
‘she could tell many things, if she only wanted to do so °. If asked 
to explain herself she would say: ‘My mouth is shut up, I cannot 
talk against the people whose bread I eat’, and when she was told 
that the occult phenomena occurred even when Mme. Blavatsky was 
thousands of miles away, she would say that ‘she knew what she 
knew '. . . . She had arrived at head-quarters penniless, and had been 
taken into the house by Mme. Blavatsky out of charity." 


One of the 'stray letters' mentioned above which Mme. 
Coulomb would pick up and keep for future use was a fragment 
in Mme. Blavatsky's handwriting which appeared to give credence 
to the accusation that she was a Russian spy. This was duly 
passed on to Mr. Hodgson, and he publishes it on p. 317, and 
also gives it in facsimile. Alas for Mr. Hodgson's theory: this 
fragment was either a discarded portion of a translation which 
Mme. Blavatsky made at Mr. Sinnett's request for the Pioneer 
(of which he was at that time the editor) from Col. Grodekoff’s 
Travels in Central Asia ; or else it was possibly a part of a trans- 


lation made for the Indian Government itself, for whom Mme. 


Blavatsky at one time did some work. Mme. Blavatsky herself 
said it was for the Pioneer.1 


Dr. Hartmann’s Report of Observations, it should be noted, 
was published in October 1884, before Mr. Hodgson visited India, 
and has therefore no reference to that visit or to the S.P.R. 
Report itself. 

In December 1883, during the annual Convention of the T.S. 
at Adyar, Mme. Coulomb endeavoured to obtain a 'loan' of 
2,000 rupees from Prince Harisinghji, who attended that Con- 
vention. In this she was unsuccessful. When Mme. Blavatsky 
left Adyar in February 1884 for Bombay en route for Europe, she 
visited Prince Harisinghji on the way. Mme. Coulomb had 
asked and had been granted permission to accompany her to 
Bombay, and she then made another effort to obtain this ‘ loan ' 
from the Prince. The Prince complained at last to Mme. 
Blavatsky, who immediately put a Stop to Mme. Coulomb's 


1 See Sinnett's Incidents in the Life of Madame Blavatsky, p. 311. 


REPORT: THE COULOMBS 33 


efforts. Dr. Hartmann, who was present, says: “ Her (Mme. 
C’.s] fury knew no bounds, and her passionate outbursts of anger 
and jealousy were in no way soothed down by Mme. Blavatsky - 
reproaching her for her unjust attempt at extortion.” Whether 
this was an attempt to blackmail is not stated, but Mme. Coulomb 
evidently thought that she had some hold on the Prince to enable 
her to ask for such a ‘loan’. Be that as it may, this appears 
to have been the turning-point in her rupture with the Society, 
for Dr. Hartmann says that when leaving the boat at Bombay 
after saying good-bye to Mme. Blavatsky, she turned to Babula, 
Mme. Blavatsky’s servant, and said: “I shall be revenged on 
your mistress for preventing me from getting my 2,000 rupees.” 
Here again we may remark that if Mme. Coulomb had had 
such a powerful weapon of revenge as the forged letters disclose 
she might, and would, have held these over Mme. Blavatsky as 
a threat to prevent any rupture or interference with her plans. 
General Morgan writes of Mme. Coulomb : 


* When we consider the characteristics of this woman, her eaves- 
dropping, purloining of letters, her hatred of the members composing 
the Society, her swearing she would be revenged, her incessant espion- 
age of Mme. Blavatsky, and those she might be talking with, the 
motive and manner of her concocting these letters is not difficult to 
understand.” 1 


This, and a good deal more which could be said about the 
Coulombs, does not appear to enter at all into Mr. Hodgson’s 
estimate as to their reliability as witnesses, or the truth of their 
statements. 


1 Reply to a Report of an Examination by J. D. B. Gribble. 





THE REPORT: THE ‘SHRINE’ PHENOMENA 


The so-called Shrine was a wooden cupboard between three 
feet and four feet in width and height, and one foot or fifteen 
inches in depth, with a drawer below the cupboard portion, and 
with corner brackets. It was supposed to be in special occult 
communication by means of certain etheric or other currents 
with the Masters. It was hung, not fixed, against a double 
partition wall between the Occult Room and Mme. Blavatsky’s 
private rooms, and there appears to have been a space about 
twelve inches in depth between the two portions of this double 
partition wall. There appears also to have been a space of some 
inches between the Shrine itself and the wall against which it 
was hung. The Shrine contained portraits of two of the Masters, 
and some other ‘sacred’ articles, and was an object of great 
veneration by the native chelas, though it does not appear to 
have been so to other natives who visited the place, nor to the 
Europeans at head-quarters, | 

Mr. Hodgson, in order to sustain his theories of fraud in 
connexion with this Shrine, had to prove first of all that the 
Shrine had a movable back; and in the second place that there 
was a hole in the party-wall at the back of the Shrine so that 
letters, etc., could be placed in it from Mme. Blavatsky's room. 

I may note here, first of all, that Mr. Hodgson never saw the 
Shrine, for it had been removed and destroyed after the Coulombs 
were expelled, and before Mr. Hodgson reached India. The date 
appears to have been September 2oth (see p. 220). 

With regard to the back of the Shrine, and the possible 
existence of a movable portion, the evidence is very conflicting, 
though many witnesses assert that they had thoroughly examined 
the Shrine and had found the back to be solid. Mr. Hodgson 
endeavours to discredit these witnesses by showing that according 


to their own statements they had not made a sufficiently close 
examination. Well, let us see. 


Mr. Hodgson says on Р. 221: 


** M. Coulomb states that 
originally placed against the 
back) in two, and attached a 
handle, so that the top portion c 


wall, sawed the middle panel (at the 

piece of leather behind to serve as а 

ould be easily pulled up. The junction 
34 


he removed the Shrine just after it was _ 
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between the two halves of the panel was, he says, hidden from those 
looking at the inside of the Shrine by a mirror which just covered it." 


Now there is not a single mention of this mirror—which must 
have been three feet or four feet long—in any description of the 
Shrine by any of the numerous witnesses who examined it inside 
and outside. No one appears to have noticed it, and there is 
only M. Coulomb’s word for it. Indeed, Mr. Hodgson himself 
says on p. 222, '' M. Coulomb’s statement as to the half panel 
cannot of course be verified, and must be taken for what it is 
worth." Precisely ; but if it is worth nothing—as indeed is the 
case in face of the evidence of those above mentioned—the whole 
of Mr. Hodgson's case breaks down; for if there was no such 
access to the Shrine from the back, then that explanation of the 
Shrine phenomena, upon which Mr. Hodgson relies entirely, is 
absolutely discredited. And yet Mr. Hodgson builds up the 
whole of his case on this one assertion which he himself says 
' cannot be verified”. After this he occupies page after page of 
his Report in an endeavour to show that there was a hole in the 
wall behind the Shrine: that is to say, in the wall in the Occult 
Room, forming one wall of the double partition between that 
room and Mme. Blavatsky's room. 

It would occupy too much space here to go into an analysis 
of Mr. Hodgson's futile attempt to sustain his contention that 
there was such a hole. The whole weight of the evidence goes 
to show that there was no such hole at any time that it could 
have accounted for any of the Shrine phenomena. Further, it 
is absolutely certain from Mr. Hodgson's own showing, and from 
the evidence of the Board of Control, that no such hole existed 
when the Coulombs left; whereas it was absolutely essential in 
order to prove their case that such a hole should have existed. 
Mr. Hodgson very lamely endeavours to insinuate that the hole 
did once exist, but that M. Coulomb had himself filled it up. 
This is simply absurd, for his whole case rested on the existence 
of a through communication from Mme. Blavatsky’s room to the 
interior of the Shrine. The contention of the Board of Control 
was, that M. Coulomb had not had time to complete this remaining 
piece of ‘ evidence’ before his work was disturbed by them and 
he was dismissed. This is by far the most likely explanation. 

Since this hole did not exist, all the evidence for a hole on the 
side of the partition in Mme. Blavatsky's room is superfluous, 
though Mr. Hodgson devoted many pages of his Report to it. 
There is no doubt that there was such a hole in Mme. Blavatsky's 
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room when the Coulombs left (see p. 19 supra), and this undoubt- 
edly strengthens the contention of the Board of Control just 
mentioned, and confirms what is said in the occult letter I have 
referred to on p. 30 that “ when needed trap-doors will be found”, 

But as.regards this we may note further that Mr. Hodgson 
admits that at the end of October or the beginning of November 
1883 Mme. Blavatsky, in consequence of a doubt expressed by 
Mr. G—— concerning the panelled boarding which at that time 


existed on Mme. Blavatsky’s side of the wall, had this panelling | 


removed and a brick wall substituted. He contends, however, 
that after this had been done a sideboard was placed against the 
bricked part, that some of the bricks were removed, and that 
the sideboard had a movable back which would permit of access 
to the space between the two partitions constituting the wall. 
There is no doubt that this sideboard was placed there, and also 
that it had a movable back when examined by the Board of 
Control, as well—as already said—that there was a hole in the 
wall on this side of the partition, for these were disclosed ‘‘ when 
the Coulombs gave up the keys of the rooms ” on their dismissal 
in May 1884. But there is not a scrap of evidence to show that 
these contrivances were available for phenomena during the time 
that Mme. Blavatsky was in occupation of the rooms, or that 
they existed at that time. Besides, of what use would they have 
been without the corresponding hole in the other half of the 
partition wall behind the Shrine; and that, according to Mr. 
Hodgson's own account, certainly did not exist when these other 
contrivances were discovered. 

There were some other contrivances in the way of sliding 
panels in the Occult Room which were supposed by Mr. Hodgson 
to have been used for bogus phenomena ; but, according to his 
own ee: at к. one of these '* could, when I saw it, be 
opened and shut only with considerable difficulty " (p. ). 
Also Mr. J. D. В. Gribble, a gentleman who visited ae а 


quarters іп October 1884, practically on behalf of the Missionaries 
Says: 


“ T was also shown two of the sliding doors and id to have 
been made by M. Coulomb after Mac. Eus mue One 
of these is on the outside of the so-called occult room, and the other 
is on the outside of the sitting-room upstairs. Both of these have 
been made without the slightest attempt at concealment. The former 
is at the top of a back staircase and consists of two doors which open 
into a kind of bookshelf. This gives the idea of having been conr- 


structed so as to place food on the shelves inside without opening the 
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door. The other contrivance is a sliding panel which lifts up and 
opens and shuts with some difficulty. Iż is evidently of recent construc- 
Hon. Certainly in its present state it would be difficult to carry out 
any phenomena by its means. In this case also there is no attempt 
at concealment. Neither of these two appliances communicate with 
the Shrine, which is situated on the cross-wall dividing the occult 
room from an adjoining bedroom. I was not allowed to see the 
Shrine " (see A Report of an Examination, etc., p. 29). 


Mr. Gribble is slightly at fault in this last sentence in saying 
that he was not 'allowed' to see the Shrine, for, as we have ' 
seen, it was destroyed in September. That shows again how 
easily witnesses may make mistakes in their statements—mistakes 
which cannot really be taken as making them unreliable in respect 
of all their other evidence. 

Now Mr. Hodgson endeavours to dispose of all this difficulty 
in the working of the panels by saying that: “ Disuse for a few 
months, or a little grit, would, I think, account for this fact " 
(p.223). Indeed. Are we really to accept such feeble statements 
as ‘evidence’ disposing of the сазе? 

The real fact is, that whatever may have been the history of 
these sliding doors, sliding panels which ‘lift пр“, holes in the 
wall, etc., etc., there is not a particle of evidence beyond the word 
of the Coulombs to show that any of the phenomena mentioned 
in connexion with the Shrine were ever produced by these means. 

Setting aside the question of the forged letters, with which I 
shall deal immediately, and looking broadly at the question of 
the phenomena and Mr. Hodgson's method of dealing with the 
evidence for their genuineness, there is a very strong presumption. 
that what Mr. Hodgson states as his final conclusion—z.e. that 
“ no genuine psychical phenomena whatever will be found among 
the pseudo-mysteries of the Russian lady” (p. 317)—was in 
reality his starting-point. It was the a priori judgment that the 
phenomena were impossible, therefore no evidence for them could 
be valid, and every one who witnessed them was either consciously 
or unconsciously inaccurate or untruthful in his or her evidence. 
This is in fact what his whole energies are directed to showing, 
and he discredits the witnesses one by one on the most trivial 
grounds, and suggests alternatives to explain the phenomena 
which will not bear a moment’s examination in face of the direct 
evidence, since some of the most important factors which cannot 
be explained away are deliberately omitted from the account, 
or ignored. | 

Mr. Hodgson not merely thus discredits the witnesses for the 
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genuineness of the phenomena, but he appears to go to the other | 
extreme in the case of the Coulombs, and to have accepted their | 
evidence without any such incredulity as he exhibits in the case 

of the witnesses for the defence. At all events there is not in | 
the Report the slightest indication that he applied to their 
evidence the same methods of meticulous analysis that he has | 
applied to the others. It is absolutely inconceivable that the! 
Coulombs should have been unimpeachable in their evidence, or | 
that a cross-examination would not have convicted them of as | 
many inaccuracies—not to say ‘deliberate misrepresentations' | 
—as Mr. Hodgson puts forward in connexion with the actual | 
witnesses of the phenomena—and of which he himself is guilty. 


THE REPORT: THE HANDWRITING EVIDENCE 


The letters said to have been written by Mme. Blavatsky to 
Mme. Coulomb, which were sold by her to the Missionary authori- 
ties, and some of which were published in the Madras Christian 
College Magazine, September and October 1884, and which would, 
if genuine, undoubtedly implicate Mme. Blavatsky in trickery 
in collusion with the Coulombs, were declared by Mme. Blavatsky 
to be forgeries. 

The following is Mme. Blavatsky's letter to The Times, 
October gth 1884 with regard to these letters. 


“ Sir,——With reference to the alleged exposure at Madras ofa 
dishonourable conspiracy between myself and two persons of the 
name of Coulomb to deceive the public with occult phenomena, I have 
to say that the letters purporting to have been written by me are 
certainly not mine. Sentences here and there I recognize, taken from 
old notes of mine on different matters, but they are mingled with 
interpolations that entirely pervert their meaning. With these 
exceptions the whole of the letters are fabrications. 

“ The fabricators must have been grossly ignorant of Indian affairs, 
since they make me speak of a ‘Maharajah of Lahore’, when every 
Indian schoolboy knows that no such person exists.” 


The only evidence which the S.P.R. Report puts forward as 
to the genuineness of the letters is that of various handwriting 
‘experts’, of whom the principal one was Mr. F. С. Netherclift 
—1 beg Mr. Hodgson’s pardon : he himself appears to have been 
the principal ‘expert’, for Mr. Netherclift gave it as his first 
opinion that certain letters submitted to him were mot in Mme. 
Blavatsky's handwriting; but when Mr. Hodgson had returned 
to England, and had duly coached Mr. Netherclift, that gentleman 
obligingly altered his opinion (p. 282). We are naively told 
(р. 283) that Mr. Sims of the British Museum also changed his 
opinion under the same circumstances. 

This fact of change of opinion is somewhat dishonourably set 
forth in the Report. On p. 204 the Committee—not Mr. Hodgson 
—say that Mr. Netherclift and Mr. Sims “came independently to 
the conclusion that the letters were written by Mme. Blavatsky’. 
It is not till we reach pp. 282-3 in Mr. Hodgson’s Report that 
We find the fact of the change of opinion of the ‘experts’; so 
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that any one reading only the first opinion of the Committee jy _ 
misled not merely in respect of the suppression of this fact, but | 
also in the employment of the word ‘independently’; fo, 
whether these ' experts’ formed their opinions independently of. 
each other or not, they certainly did not do so independently | 
of Mr. Hodgson. | 

But further than this: the Committee of the S.P.R. арреаг! 
to have been in such a hurry to condemn Mme. Blavatsky that | 
they actually accepted Mr. Hodgson’s conclusions, and published | 
them six months before Mr. Hodgson's Report was completed | 
and published! The conclusions were announced by the Com: | 
mittee on the 24th June; the Report, as we have seen, was | 


published in December. On p. 276 of the Report Mr. Hodgson | 
says : | 


““ I have now in my hands numerous documents which are connected | 
with the experiences of Mr. Hume and others in connexion with Mme. | 
Blavatsky and the Theosophical Society. These documents, including | 
the К.Н. MSS. above referred to, did not reach me till August, and | 


my examination of them has involved a considerable delay in the | 
production of this Report.” 1 | 


| 

It is scarcely believable that a Society of ‘ honourable’ met | 
who had undertaken what was practically a judicial trial should \ 
have conducted it throughout in the manner in which this 
Investigation ’ was conducted from beginning to end. | 
But there is perhaps even a greater stain on the reputation of | 
the S.P.R. than this hasty promulgation of the verdict before | 
even the evidence was completed, much less submitted to the 
defendant. This further stain is that neither Mme. Blavatsky 
herself nor any other witness for the defence was ever allowed | 


to see the incriminating letters. How would such a proceeding | 
have been treated i | 

Teated in а court of law; and what credence can Pe | 
Siven to evidence thus withheld from the defence ? | 


s P cen devotes more than twenty pages of his Repor | 
а minute analysis and comparison of M kv's hand- | 
writing with those of the re i me Blavatsky scis 







that they are identical. 


E He does 7 ; con- 
parison of the Blavatsky- ШО eiua AA analysis. оса 


; Coulomb letters, nor does he give any fasciml” 
eee The fact is hardly believable, es es е 
Е ters on which the accusation of trickery is based; yet evel” 

ng that could give the defence any chance of dealing with them 


1 
See The Occult World Phenomena and the S.P.R., by A. Р. Sinnett- 
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is rigorously suppressed! This fact by itself is quite sufficient 
from a judicial point of view to dismiss the whole case; but what 
can we say of the ' honourable’ gentlemen of the S.P.R. ? 

In cases of forgery such as this the evidence respecting the 
paper on which the documents in question are written, and even 
the ink with which they are written, is of material importance. 
There is not in the Report a single scrap of evidence with respect 
to these, nor even a mention of it. We are, I think, entitled to 
assume that there were substantial reasons why these letters were 
withheld from the defence, and this question of the paper might 
very possibly have been one of them. 

Another point with which Mr. Hodgson does not deal is the 
difference between the illiterate French which appears in the 
letters and the educated French which Mme. Blavatsky wrote. 

Mr. Hodgson says on p. 208 that he had “ circumstantial 
evidence offered by Theosophists in proof of their being forgeries”. 
But that evidence he has suppressed ; there is not a scrap of it 
in the Report. Не merely says that he has ' considered’ it. Не 
gives pages of theosophical evidence in the Report in the matter 
of phenomena, to give the impression that he is being fair to both 
parties; but it does not take much perspicacity to perceive that 
he only does this when he thinks he can show a flaw in the 
evidence. But this suppression of everything in connexion 
with the forged letters is not merely dishonest but is legally fatal 
to their being accepted as genuine. 

But what is Mr. Netherclift's evidence as an ‘ expert ' worth ? 
What is the evidence of any handwriting expert worth ? 

The Evening Standard for July 15th 1926 reported Mr. Justice 
Swift as having said in a case which he tried on that day : 


“There are no experts on handwriting, although I know some 
people who come here and claim to be handwriting experts. 


The worthlessness of such ‘ expert’ evidence has often been 
shown in legal cases, as well as the conflicts of opinion between 
the ‘experts’ themselves. As regards Mr. Netherclift's expert- 
ness, we find that Mr. Montague Williams, Q.C., says in his book i 
Leaves of a Life (Vol. П, p. 134), “ I never was much of a believer 
in experts in handwriting. Ihave examined, and more frequently 
cross-examined, Chabot, Netherclift, and all the experts of the. 
day, and have nearly always caught them tripping. In fact, in 
my opinion they are utterly unreliable.” ce 

As against Mr. Netherclift, however, we may place the opinion 
of Herr Ernst Schiitze, Caligraphist to the Court of the Emperor 
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of Germany. Some specimens ої Mme. Blavatsky’s handwriting, | 
together with some letters from the Mahatmas, were submitted to | 
him by Mr. С. Gebhard. Herr Schütze's opinion was in each and. 


every case that there was “ not the remotest similarity "'. 1 

Mr. J. D. B. Gribble was the 'expert' who examined the 
Blavatsky-Coulomb letters on behalf of the Missionaries, and gave 
it as his opinion that they were written by Mme. Blavatsky, 
But when he came to examine the ' K. H.' letters he gave it as his 


opinion that there was no resemblance. In his Report of an | 


Examination, etc., p. 28, he says: 


“On the 3rd of October I again went to Adyar, accompanied by a 


native gentleman. I explained that all that I was concerned in was | 
the genuineness of the letters, and I asked if I could be shown some | 
other Mahatma messages. Several were shown to me, some purporting | 
to have been written by Koot Hoomi, some by another Mahatma, and | 
others by a Chela. I certainly saw three different handwritings, and | 


I am bound to say that in none of these did I notice any of the peculiar 
characteristics I have mentioned in the report. Koot Hoomi's hand- 


writing is very peculiar, upright and somewhat round. It is not а 
running hand." 


Any one can now examine this handwriting of K. H. in The 
Mahatma Letters to A. P. Sinnett, published in 1923, where à 
facsimile is given. The internal evidence in this inestimable 
volume is sufficient to show, without any disputable handwriting 
evidence, that they could not have been written by Mme. 
Blavatsky, though even in this matter there will doubtless be 
sceptics who wish to think, and therefore will think, the 
contrary. 

It might be as well to conclude this criticism as to the value 
7 the Blavatsky-Coulomb letters with the following letter from 
М a Hume, C.B., published in the Calcutta Statesman at E 
à ithe“ exposure’. Mr. Hume was a hi t officia 
in India, and had been in Su eed 
Theosophical teachings. He had witnessed several of the pheno 


us described in Mr. Sinnett’s Occult World, and is repeatedly 
г pad as an arch-sceptic in The Mahatma Letters to A. P- 


The following is his letter : 

“ Sir, — have seen an article in 7 ў j 
à the Times of India, referring to 
ia letters alleged to have been written DT Blavatsky 0 
me. Coulomb, and your brief notice of the same. I desire to маш 
your readers and the public generally against accepting these supposed 


1 : A A А T 
See A. P. Sinnett's Incidents in the Life of Madame Blavatsky, Appendix: 


the first instance deeply interested in the | 
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letters as altogether genuine. І can do this with the better grace that 
all connexion between myself, Mme. Blavatsky, Col. Olcott, Mr. 
Damodar, has long since ceased. I was unable to approve of many 
things in the conduct of the Society and its Journal, and hence, though 
still warmly sympathizing in its avowed objects, I have, for the last 
two years or more, been only a nominal member of the Theosophical 
Society. It is wholly without bias therefore that I advise all persons 
interested in the question to suspend their judgments as to the authen- 
ticity of these supposed letters. I will not now raise the question as 
to whether Mme. Blavatsky is capable of participating in foolish 
frauds, such as these letters would make her appear to have directed. 
All I desire to point out is this: Mone. Blavatsky is no fool; on the 
contrary, as all who know her, be they friends or foes, will admit, 
she is an exceptionally clever and far-sighted woman, with a remark- 
ably keen perception of character. Would such a woman ever give 
a person like Mme. Coulomb the entire power over her future that the 
writing of such letters involves? Or, again, say she had, in some 
mad mood, written such letters, would she have come to an open 
rupture with the holder of them? Parts of the letters may be genuine 
enough ; one passage cited has a meaning quite different from that 
in which the Times of India accepts it, and, believe me, Mme. Blavatsky 
is far too shrewd a woman to have ever written to any one anything 
that could convict her of fraud." ALLAN HUME 


Mr. Hodgson says on p. 274 of his Report that : “ Latterly, 
and partly in consequence of the evidence I was able to lay before 
him (Mr. Hume), he came to the conviction that the letters in 
question were actually written by Mme. Blavatsky.” 

On p. 275, however, he says: “ Mr. Hume's position at 
present is that, despite all the frauds perpetrated, there have been 
genuine phenomena, and that, though of a low order, Mme. 
Blavatsky really had and has Occultists of considerable though 
limited powers behind her; that K. H. is a real entity, but by 
no means the powerful and godlike being he has been painted, and 
that he has had some share, directly or indirectly—though what 
Mr. Hume does not pretend to say—in the production of the 
K. H. Letters." 

Fortunately we have now in The Mahatma Letters to A. P. 
Sinnett a means of forming a more correct estimate of the per- 
ТОШУ; powers, and claims of ‘ K. H.’ than was the сазе at that 

ime, 

According to the editor of The Christian College Magazine 
(October r884) Mme. Coulomb did not communicate with him 
until the 9th August; so that it would appear that it took her 
from the 18th May, when she was dismissed, to that date to 
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prepare her forged documents. Is it likely that she would have | 
wasted all that time if the documents had been genuine anq | 
already to her hand ? | 

The editor's statement is somewhat disingenuous. It does 
not preclude Mme. Coulomb’s previous negotiations with the 
padris, which she had certainly had. The editor does not deny 
this; he merely says: “It is probable that, had there been 
any previous negotiations between Mme Coulomb and the райт, | 
such as the Mahatma mentions, we should have heard of it." 

But, in any case, why did Mme. Coulomb lose nearly three 
months before exploding her ‘exposure’ ? 

Summing up the evidence as to the genuineness of these 
alleged Blavatsky-Coulomb letters we must say that on the | 
following grounds we must conclude not merely that there is no 
proof of their being genuine, but that the weight of evidence goes | 
to show that they were clever forgeries in which scraps of actual 


letters had been incorporated with spurious and compromising 
material : 


(т) There is no evidence apart from that of the handwriting | 
“experts ' that the letters were genuine. | 

(2) Handwriting ‘ expert ’ evidence is valueless. 

(3) Mme. Coulomb is known to have been collecting for some 
years every scrap of stray writing or letters that she could | 
get hold of. | 

(4) M. Coulomb’s handwriting is said to have been very like | 
that of Mme. Blavatsky. | 

(5) Mr. Hodgson does not give any facsimile reproductions of | 
the letters in question. ; | 

(6) The Coulombs were known to have been very shady 
characters, and to have been desirous of revenging them 
selves for their dismissal. 


(7) Mme. Coulomb’s letters to Mme. Blavatsky do not sub- 
stantiate the forged letters. 

(8) Mme. Blavatsky as“ an exceedingly clever fraud ” would 
never have placed herself in the hands of the Coulombs 
as these letters represent. 

(9) The Coulombs did not produce the letters till nearly 1 
months after they left head-quarters. 


(то) The letters were never submitted to the defence fof 
examination. 4 


This last fact would apart from anythi i ur 
панд > ing else, necessitate OU 
rejection of the whole case as put ушы у the S.P.R. 7 


M. SOLOVYOFF AND ‘A MODERN PRIESTESS OF ISIS’ 


As I have already mentioned (p. 6) the S.P.R. adopted this 
book of M. Solovyoff as being confirmatory evidence supporting 
the conclusions of their former Report ten years previously. 

Why they should have done this unless they felt the weakness 
of that Report is not at all evident ; indeed, they must assuredly 
have been lost to all sense of proportion—one might even say, 
to all sense of decency—to have sponsored a book like Solovyoft’s, 
which not merely deals with the phenomena, and with M. 
Solovyoffs own personal relations with Mme. Blavatsky in the 
dishonest manner which I shall now indicate, but which also 
gives the most ludicrous caricatures of the personality of Mme. 
Blavatsky, Col. Olcott, and other theosophical personages. In 
these representations he gives details which are not merely 
intended as caricatures to give a journalistic spice to his work 
in order to catch the popular fancy and make it a saleable work, 
but he further descends to vulgar insinuations about Mme. 
Blavatsky of the vilest kind. He could of course rely upon the 
general ignorance of the Russian public, when the book was 
published in the first instance; but it is a book which the 
Committee of the S.P.R. certainly ought at that time to have 
recognized as a worthless melodramatic presentation, calculated 
merely to tickle the popular imagination and ignorant prejudice. 
They ought also to have recognized that the book was written 
for the express purpose of discrediting and slandering Mme. 
Blavatsky after she was dead by a man who was her bitterest 
enemy. It is but one more instance of their own willingness to 
strike by any means. 

Now let us see what the book is worth. 

We find (p. 97) that in October or November 1884 M. Solovyoft 
had already determined that : 

“ Whatever came I would collect such proofs of all these deceptions 
as should be sufficient not only for me but for all these blind dupes 
(theosophists in Paris). I would no longer give way to the involuntary 
sympathy and pity, which, in spite of everything, still attracted me 
to Helena Petrovna. I would in the first place deal only with Mme. 
Blavatsky the thief of souls, who was trying to steal my soul too.” 


He then shamelessly confesses that in order that Mme. 
Blavatsky should have no suspicion that he was trying to ruin 
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her, he would still pose as her friend. The sentence which I hay, | 
quoted above we shall find, however, to be merely a blind ty | 
cover up the undoubted fact that at the time to which it refer | 
he was an ardent believer. Now let us see. | 

Some six months afterwards (June 12th 1885) he wrote the | 
following letter : 1 | 





P 


“ DEAR HELENA PETROVNA, ї 

““ The last two weeks have not passed in vain. Crookes and Sinnett | 
have been here. I have made their acquaintance ; but the thing is 
that all is now arranged and prepared to overwhelm, here at least— 
that is in the Paris press—all this rabble of Coulombs and all the 
asses, to what learned society soever they may belong, who could for 
a moment pay attention to her abominable pamphlet. The pamphlet 
has produced universal indignation here, and I have not even had to | 
defend you to anybody—so that after all this dirty intrigue, they have 
only increased the sympathy felt for you. . . . Ah, if I could only 
Se YON) Your sincerely devoted and affectionate 

Vs. SOLOVYOFF 


It will be seen that this letter has a direct reference to the | 
Coulomb scandal. Taken in conjunction with the following | 
letter it is impossible to credit that it was otherwise than 4 | 
genuine expression of opinion at the time it was written. The. 
following was written still later (October 8th 1885) (p. 288): 
“DEAR HELENA PETROVNA, 

“ Which is thé better, to write at random, or to hold one's tongue | 
and Work for the good of one's correspondent? . . . I have made | 
friends with Mme. Adam, and talked a great deal to her about you: 
I have greatly interested her, and she has told me that her Revue is 
open not only to theosophy but to a defence of yourself personally i | 

| 


| 
1 
| 
| 


necessary. I praised up Mme. de Morsier to her, and at the same 
ище there was another gentleman there who spoke on your behalf in 
EE ie and Mme. Adam ‘wished to make acquaintance with 
M oo DUMP who will remain in Paris as the official means 9 
idest cation etween me and the Nouvelle Revue. Yesterday tE? 
ceting of the two ladies took place; our Emilie was quite in тар! 
tures... . In an z dud 1 


ny case this is very good. To-day I passed the 









лш which proceed from you. He put me three questioni 
a А To the first two I answered affirmatively ; with respect 
We said that I should be in a position to answer affirmative’) 

e i i а 
Leaf, this а ee book as translated for the S.P.R. by Mr. Walt" 


ERR abstracts from i Moe 
D M NE HE by MAE 
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without any trouble, in two or three months. But I do not doubt 
that I shall answer affirmatively, and then, you will see! there will 


be such a triumph that all the psychists will be wiped out. . . . Yes 
so it will be; for you did not treat me asa doll? . . . I start the day 
after to-morrow for St. Petersburg. . . . What will happen ? " 


Yours cordially devoted 
Vs. SOLOVYOFF 


Even Mr. Leaf has to admit with reference to this letter that : 
“This does, so far as I can judge, imply a real inconsistency in 
M. Solovyoff’s narrative." There are numerous other 'incon- 
sistencies ' which can be pointed out, but I think that these will 
suffice here. 

With regard to the phenomena, however, there are two 
respecting which M. Solovyoff published accounts which show 
that he accepted their genuineness at the time that they took 
place, but which he afterwards attempts to explain away. In 
Light, July 1884, there was published an account of a remarkable 
clairvoyant feat by Mme. Blavatsky which was witnessed and 
attested by six witnesses, M. Solovyoff being one of them. 
Solovyoff afterwards sent an account to the Russian journal 
Rebus. He finishes his account with the following words: 


“The circumstances under which the phenomenon occurred in its 
smallest details, carefully checked by myself, do not leave in me the 
smallest doubt as to its genuineness and reality. Deception or fraud 
in this particular case are entirely out of the question" (see Sinnett, 
Incidents, р. 273). 


The Second case was one in which one of the Masters appeared 
to him astrally during the night at a hotel in Elberfeld when he 
wasona visit to H. P. B. Notwithstanding that Mme. Blavatsky 
told him the next morning that the Master had been to see him, 
he endeavours in his book to make out that the whole matter 
was an hallucination or a dream. The original account appears 
in full in the S.P.R. Report (p. 393); and it is most certainly 
that of a man who at the time fully believed in the genuineness 
of the visitation. Mrs. Sidgwick in commenting upon it on 
behalf of the S.P.R., rejects the theory of hallucination, and 
accepts that of dream, and afterwards naively remarks: “ Ѕіпсе 
Writing the above I have learnt that, owing to events which have 
Since occurred, М. Solovyoff no longer regards his experience as 
cuui evidence of occult agency " (Italics mine). In other 

ords D if you have afterwards decided that а man is a liar, you 
must reject every previous incident in which he told you the truth ! 

So much for the value of M. Solovyoff's work. I have only 
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dealt with a very small portion of it as bearing directly upon thy 
S.P.R. Report. To illustrate fully its untruthful and scandaloy 
nature would require numerous extracts which cannot be given here | 
Mme. Blavatsky's own attitude towards M. Solovyoff may № 
very briefly illustrated by two short extracts from letters written 
by her to members of her own family. 
In 1884 she wrote to her aunt, Mme. Fadéef : ) 


8 


Д 
| 
Í 
| 


“Its not long since I have come to London, but I have already. 
got two such pitiful letters. The only thing he (Solovyoff) asks 0 
me is to care for him and not forget him. Не says he has never loved | 


any one outside of his family as he loves poor old те” (The Path, 
New York, Vol. X, p. 76). | 


In 1885 she wrote to her sister, Mme. Jelihovsky : | 


“I am travelling with him (Solovyoff) in Switzerland. І really | 
cannot understand what makes him so attached to me. As a matter | 
of fact I cannot help him in the least. І can hardly help him to realize 
any of his hopes. Poor man, I am so sorry for him ” (/bid., p. 108). 


The real fact was that Solovyoff was of a neurotic, unbalanced | 
and somewhat psychic nature; that he became violently imbued 
in the first instance with the idea of becoming a chela, and di 
thereby acquiring occult knowledge and phenomenal powers; 
that Mme. Blavatsky recognized his utter unfitness to take even) 
the first steps in Occultism, but that nevertheless she gave hin 
his chance, though she refused him the direct communication 
which he so eagerly desired. The result was inevitable, fort) 
1з an occult law which operates in all cases, of those who contat | 
these occult forces, that the inner nature of the man comei 


сану to the surface, whether for good or for evil. Tl 
ovyoifs case—as in others which iven—it WB 
the evil which predomina eee i 


Уш ted, and i n in be 
repudiation of all that he once M E e: atta. 
on Шарап who had endeavoured to ave him from himst | 
dn [С цш S.P.R. who fathered the English кадай 
becomes ive venomous attack on a woman whose WO. 
the author ae сыге appreciated as time goes on, and in wht 
who writ nes self-condemned as a Наг? Mr. Н. Sidgwi™ 
mites the Preface on behalf of the S.P.R., says that: 


86 ЕЕЕ readers as were likely to be interested in Jearnilé 
additional is du NEN Blavatsky would not so mus m 
шом at she was а charlatan—a question already jude 


of her а Some explanation of the remarkable SUC 
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This * explanation ' he finds in ““ Mr. Solovyoff’s entertaining 
narrative ”. 

“ Entertaining "—yes. That is precisely what it was intended 
to be for those whose appreciation of the entertaining nature of 
a book increases in proportion as it is scandalous. But we should 
not have expected to find the learned members of the S.P.R. 
Committee in this category. It is simply amazing that any one 
with a reputation to lose should have lent their approval to a 
work of this nature ; more particularly because its author waited 
till Mme. Blavatsky was dead before launching his attack. 

In the recent case of Capt. Peter Wright v. Viscount Gladstone, 
Mr. Justice Avory said in his summing up: 


“ Lord Gladstone used the word ‘coward’. The jury should ask 
themselves, ‘Is not the man who slanders the dead a “ coward " ?’ 
What is the difference between stabbing a man in the back—which 
is what a coward would do—and slandering a dead man in a way 
which it must be known would bring the greatest pain upon his 
descendants, knowing it would be almost impossible technically to 
disprove the charge.” 


That is practically the position in which the S.P.R. Council 
put themselves by fathering M. Solovyoff’s scandalous book. 
And their plea for this publicity is that the book is ' entertaining '! 

Mr. Sidgwick in his apology for thus publishing the book does 
not venture to guess “ whether the Theosophical Society will last 
much longer”. He evidently thinks that it willnot. But at all 
events we can say to-day, that subsequent history has given the 
lie as to either this book having ‘ explained’ the “ remarkable 
success of Mme. Blavatsky's imposture "—i.e., Theosophy in all 
its aspects as she presented it to the world—or the S.P.R. Report 
as having “ judged and decided” that she was a charlatan. 

So intent have these learned fraud-hunters been to prove 
that Mme. Blavatsky’s phenomenal powers could not be credited 
because they were altogether outside the range of their own 
experience at that time, that they have entirely overlooked the 
fact that the ‘ explanation’ lay in the nature of the teachings, 
and not at all in the personality of the teacher. 

It will readily be seen, indeed, that the blind confidence and 
Conceit of these Psychical Researchers in their own judgments 
1s almost pathetic ; for they do not even hesitate to publish facts 
which flatly contradict their own conclusions, since they have 
“no difficulty ’ in explaining away these facts as being either 
“hallucinations ', or ‘impersonations ’, or—as а last resource— 
“dreams ^. 
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THE REPORT: CONCLUSIONS 


I must now deal with the Conclusions put forward by ih) 
Committee of the S.P.R. These Conclusions involve the following! 
questions : | 


(т) The question of fraud on the part of Mme. Blavatsky ani 
others in the case of the particular phenomena dealt with in 
the Report. | 

With regard to this I may remark in the first place thi 
every one is entitled to form his own opinion on the basis of th, 
Report provided they have genuinely studied and analysed thi 
Report, and have also made themselves acquainted with tht 
evidence on the other side. How many who have so 20 
quoted the conclusions of the Report have ever done this? | 

In the second place I would remark, that the conclusion thi 
“ no genuine psychical phenomena whatever will be found ато 
the pseudo-mysteries of the Russian lady ” (p. 317), is one whic 
not merely goes far beyond the scope of the Report itself, but " 
absolutely negatived by innumerable witnesses of phenomeli, 
with which the Report does not deal at all. This, however, | 
Mr. Hodgson’s personal statement. The Committee themselvé 
are more guarded in their conclusions. They say (p. 205) “25 
the correctness of Mr.Hodgson's explanationof particular marveli 
they (the Committee) “do not feel called upon to express anji 
[ше conclusion "'. Really ! But if Mr. Hodgson’s ‘ explant) 

ions , cannot be definitely accepted, how on earth can tht 

ке рыша any judgment at all—much less | 

ping condemnati : ave 

i mem m ENSE bich ; | 

bled do iC COR Solutely prejudged that the Committee 
gruities of their own statements. 


(2) The question as to th > 2 f 
е T е О. 
Masters ог М. ieme existence or non-existent: 


In respect of this the 
quently a very stron 









th 


Committee say (p. 204) “ There is C9 
26 presumption that all the marvel 
as evidence of the existence and 0 
power of the Mahatmas a Е s a). 
deliberate deception Cp ea 


carried out by or at the instigation of ME 
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c2 "uL . . 
Blavatsky, ог (b) to прозна уа MaMa, hallucination, or 
unconscious misrepresentatiQn: or ipventióhizi чүле part of the 
s A X 


witnesses.” y. 5 Ba Ж, 

Here again I must remark,fhat. ‘ presumptà h' is not $roof, 
and that when the Committee say‘ all the marvg) [биз narratives ", 
they go far beyond the scipe of the Report. Аза matter of fact 
all the narratives are not {naryellous in any sense of the term ; 
many are simple matter-of-fact meptings ‘with the Mahatmas in 
the flesh. But then of course"this.can- always be ‘easily’ ex- 
plained away on the theory of a confederate. 

The Report itself mentions one such narrative, that of Mr. 
Ramaswamier (p. 359), who recounts how he set out from 
Darjeeling to cross the frontier into Tibet in order “ to find the 
Mahatmas—or DIr ". When he had come into Sikkhim he was 
met by a solitary horseman, whom he immediately recognized as 
the Mahatma ' М’, and with whom he then had a long talk. 

As this meeting with the Mahatma could not be attributed to 
a “dream ’—it was between 8 and 9 a.m.—Mr. Hodgson can see 
“no improbability in supposing that the Mahatma was personated 
by one of Mme. Blavatsky's confederates ". Really and truly, 
will not these fraud-hunters “strain at a gnat and swallow a 
camel”. We may say here, indeed, that we could perhaps find 
no better example of the saying that ‘extremes meet’. The 
extreme of incredulity in this case is simply the extreme of 
credulity ; for they “ see no improbability in supposing ”—апу- 
thing rather than the straightforward narrative, which clearly 
Shows in this case that impersonation was out of the question. 

But how in any case can the S.P.R. disprove the existence of 
the Masters, Adepts, or Mahatmas? The existence of Adepts 
and Initiates has been a matter well known to special students 
all through the ages, not merely in the East but also in the West. 
On the general principle of evolution we are bound to accept of 
their existence, even if we do not accept the evidence for the 
existence of the particular ones with whom Mme. Blavatsky 
Worked. This, indeed, was the way in which Mme. Blavatsky 
Tepresented the matter to me. She never asked me, nor any one ` 
else so far as I am aware, to set aside our personal doubts in the 
matter so far as one’s own experience might not have confirmed 
that of others: much less did she—in Mr. Hodgson’s woul 
any one to render “а profound obedience to the behests ©: 
Imaginary Mahatmas ". . 

MS only brought to the notice of the Mis z 
general the existence of a trans-Himalayan Centre; but the 
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reception by the world in general of that information was nj. 
such as to encourage any other of the numerous Centres in othe | 
parts of the world to authorize a similar disclosure. | 

Оп this point I might refer my readers to the evidence ¢ 
Louis Claude de Saint-Martin (1743-1803). What he says isy 
applicable both to Mme. Blavatsky herself and to The Seo, 
Doctrine which she wrote, that I may be excused from quoting) 
it here. It is to be found in Mr. A. E. Waite's work on “Т 
Unknown Philosopher” (p. 82): + | 

“ For such an enterprise as that which I have undertaken шо 
than common resources are necessary. Without specifying thos) 
which I employ, it will be enough to say that they connect with the 
essential nature of man, that they have always been known to som, 
among mankind from the prime beginning of things, and that they) 
will never be withdrawn wholly from the earth while thinking being: 
exist thereon. Thence have I derived my evidence, and thence mji 
conviction upon truths the search after which engrosses the еш 
universe. After this avowal, if I am accused of disseminating a) 
unknown doctrine, at least I must not be suspected of being its invento 
for if it connect with the nature of man, not only am I not its inventor 
but it would have been impossible for me to establish any other ont 
solid basis. The principles here expounded are the true key to Ü 
the allegories and all the mysterious fables of every people, the pri. 
tive source of every kind of institution, and actually the pattern te 
those laws which direct and govern the universe, constituting E 
beings. In other words, they serve as a foundation to all that exit 
and to all that operates, whether in man and by the hand of ms 
whether outside man and independently of his will. Hence, in ^ 


absence ее шыр there can be no real science, and it i5 by 
cason of having forgotten these princi h has bet 
given over to errors. k ips that the, cart 


m But although the light is intended for all ey% 
i Is certain that all eyes are not = ДЫЙ ОП able to beholl 
NE its splendour. It is for this reason that the small number of BY 
СА аге depositaries of the truths which I proclaim are pledged t 
prudence and discretion by the most formal engagements.” | 


Mme. Blavatsky was the chosen agent during the last quart 


on foe oun my by one particular Centre of “ the 5? 
nected “With the 20,216, Яерозіќагісѕ of the truths” thus @ 


€ essential nature of man ” ; and her phenom 


very small porti f tial 
Th an Portion of that essent 
d ша very Plainly that “it is certain that all 9; 
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Nevertheless, thousands did at least discern that the light was 
there, and set about the work of training themselves to perceive 
it more clearly. Hence the success of the Theosophical Movement 
inaugurated by Mme. Blavatsky, but by no means dependent 
upon her personality, admittedly defective in many respects for 
the work entrusted to her. On р. 263 of The Mahatma Letters 
іо A. P. Sinnett, Mahatma ‘M’ says: 


“One or two of us hoped that the world had so far advanced 
intellectually, if not intuitionally, that the occult doctrine might gain 
an intellectual acceptance, and the impulse given for a new cycle of 
occult research. Others—wiser as it would now seem—held differently, 
but consent was given for the trial. . . . In casting about we found 
in America a man to stand as leader—a man of great moral courage, 
unselfish, and having other good qualities. He was far from being 
the best, but (as Mr. Hume speaks in H. P. B.'s case), he was the best 
one available. With him we associated a woman of most exceptional 
and wonderful endowments. Combined with them she had strong 
personal defects, but just as she was, there was no second to her living 
fit for this work. We sent her to America, brought them together— 
and the trial began. From the first both she and he were given clearly 
to understand that the issue lay entirely with themselves." 


For those who deny the existence of this higher knowledge— 
well: who can open the eyes of those who do not wish to see ? 

(3) The question as to whether the letters which Mme. 
Blavatsky asserted came from the Mahatmas did so in reality, 
or whether they were her own production. 

It is not of so much importance here to deal with the com- 
paratively trivial messages with which the Report is principally 
concerned, as with the mass of correspondence which Mr. Sinnett 
obtained, and on the basis of which he wrote Esoteric Buddhism. 
We are to-day fortunately in a much better position to form an 
opinion on this matter since the publication in 1923 of a Volume 
of these letters which were found among Mr. Sinnett's papers 
after his death, and from which the above abstract is taken. 
There are 129 letters in all. There is nothing to show how these 
Were individually received, but there is a very great deal in them 
bearing upon the occult means of their production and delivery. 
This is too large a question to enter into here, and the reader 
must be referred to the letters themselves. A good deal of light 
will thereby be thrown upon the handwriting question. | 

But the real crux of the whole matter rests upon the internal 
evidence of the Letters. Are they of such a nature that Mme. 
Blavatsky could not possibly have been their author? To this 
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question I must answer, that I do not see how any one with any | 
knowledge of the circumstances in general, or of Mme. Blavatsky’ 
characteristics and resources, can possibly think that she coug. 
have written them herself, consciously, ‘ out of her own head’, 
There may of course be exceptions in some of the Letters; by 
in the great bulk of them the internal evidence is of such a natur | 
that it is impossible for me to think that Mme. Blavatsky coul! 
have been their original author. | 
There will doubtless be some sceptics who will boggle even 

at that. It is not a matter that can easily be proved ; or perhaps 
it cannot be proved at all. Every one must form their ow) 
judgment. Here again, however, I must point out that whether 
Mme. Blavatsky did ог did not write them wholly and fully and, 
consciously, it is the teachings which they contain, the information 
itself, the philosophy, the cosmology, the anthropology, and the 
occult PATH of initiation therein set forth, which gives the value 
to these Letfers—let their immediate source be what it may. | 
The Letters make no claim to be infallible. The circumstances 
under which many of them were dictated and transmitted make. 
mistakes and errors almost inevitable, and doubtless any crite 
who wishes to disparage will find many points on which he cal 
lay his hand. Moreover—as the Letters themselves state ove! 
and over again—the whole teaching cannot be given out, and» 
many of the statements are deliberate ‘ blinds ', concealing, and 
yet disclosing to the initiated, the inner truth. | 
. These Letters are in fact а magnificent addition to our inform 
tion respecting the fundamental principles and teachings 
Theosophy as set forth in the literature which Н. P. Blavatslj. 


gave to the world. If these teachings are inherently sound, n 


attacks on the character of the teacher can make them otherwist 
An acknowledgmen 


t of them in academic literature and circlé 
can hardly be expected as yet; but any one who is acquainte? 
with the change which is taking place even in the most conser, 
tive Seats of learning" cannot fail to recognize that the new 
principles in science and philosophy are coming nearer and near? 


de ‚о шын to those laid down in The Secret Dodiri 
on, the fundamental t i ә үй 
NATURE OF MAN ; or, i eaching of Theosophy is THE DI 


n the words of the 0 anishads, THAT Ахї 

Тнор. То what extent Christian ee approximating to 
that is too large a question to enter into here. 

(4) Finally, Mr. Hodgson finds himself confronted with t 

question as to Mme. Blavatsky’s motive for spending “‘ so ma? 

laborious days in such a fantastic work of imposture ” (р. 33! 
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Well, as Theosophy is not “ a fantastic work of imposture ”, the 
problem is of his own making. However, let us see what is his 
solution. 

He rejects in turn the hypotheses of “ religious mania ", of 
“ the sordid motive of pecuniary gain ”, and of “a morbid yearning 
for notoriety ”. Well, we must be thankful at all events that he 
has granted somuch. But what remains? The greatest Mare’s 
Nest of the whole of this wonderful Report: the theory that it 
was all done—because she was a Russian spy! 

How or in what manner the phenomena which he has dealt 
with could further her plans in this respect he does not attempt 
toshow ; but perhaps it may be sufficient here to set one detractor 
against the other. M. Solovyoff deals very drastically with this 
wonderful discovery of Mr. Hodgson. On p. 114 of his book 
he says : 

“This (spy theory) he had to prove, and to prove exactly as he 
proved her fraudulent phenomena and all her other deceptions: yet 
he has no evidence of any sort, for it is impossible to regard as evidence 
the fragments he quotes from her writings, from which no serious 
man could draw a conclusion of the sort. . . . H. P. Blavatsky was 
not a spy.” 


Having thus so kindly cut the ground from beneath Hodgson's 
feet, he proceeds to do the same with regard to the finding of the 
Committee that Col. Olcott was not a party to Mme. Blavatsky's 
‘fraudulent phenomena’; but with that I need not deal. 

Perhaps the one thing which somewhat redeems the character 
of the S.P.R. Committee is that they did exonerate Col. Olcott 
from any complicity in fraudulent representations or phenomena. 

Thus Mr. Hodgson is left entirely ‘ in the air ’ as to any motive 
for this elaborate structure of fraud which he had endeavoured 
to erect with so many hypotheses as to what might have been 
the case. 

However, with M. Solovyoff’s testimony to the value of Mr. 
Hodgson’s judicial faculty and reasoning powers 1 shall be 
Content to conclude this survey and criticism of THE GREAT 
Manz's NEsT of the Report of the Society for Psychical Research 
in their attempt “ to investigate the phenomena connected with 
the Theosophical Society ”. 

Ex mihilo nihil fit. 
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Т have shown that the Committee of the S.P.R. ‘ appointed. 
to investigate the Phenomena connected with the Theosophicd! 
Society ", never investigated the phenomena at all. That, mor. 
over, they practically left the investigation of the evidence fo 
the phenomena in the hands of one man, whose qualifications a 
Counsel for the prosecution may perhaps be admitted, but wh 
otherwise showed himself to be utterly incompetent not merely) 
to understand the nature of the phenomena and the psychological, 
problem involved in the personality of Mme. Blavatsky, but als 
utterly lacking in any judicial faculty, and even in the power t 
form rational conclusions from the evidence before him. 

I have shown further that the Committee actually, with the 
most indecent haste, adopted and promulgated Mr. Hodgson 
conclusions before even his Report was completed; and that 
they not merely withheld from the defence the incriminatių 
Blavatsky-Coulomb forged letters, but closed the case altogethet, 
on the basis of Mr. Hodgson’s incomplete Report, and stigmatize 
the defendant as a fraud and a charlatan without giving her, f? 
any one on her behalf, a chance of analysing the evidence рї 
forward in the Report, and replying thereto. 

à; I have shown also that ten years after the Report was printé 
in their Proceedings, the Society gave their imprimatur to ® 
б? entertaining " but scandalous and obviously untruthful boo: 
which was a further slander on a dead woman, who by that tim 
at least might have been recognized as the pioneer of a gr. 
spiritual movement; whose literary work had been large! 
increased and widely acknowledged ; and with whose teachin 
every advance in science, in philosophy, in archaeology, % 


anthropology is seen to come more and more into line. 
One cannot, then, 


the result if the S.P.R. ; 
















albeit with every natural reservation of judgment—and 19 


bestowed upon it the same а i i 
Я ; mount of patient care and investi 
a which they afterwards bestowed upon certain medium 
е Palladino, for example, The haste with which 0 
published their conclusions, indeed, shows quite clearly that’ 
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whole matter was prejudged. They had not the wit to see that 
even supposing fraud to have been proved in some cases, that only 
added to the interest of the problem as to how Mme. Blavatsky 
the ‘ fraud’ could be the same person as ‘Н.Р. В’, the pioneer 
of a great spiritual movement. At the very least it presented a 
psychological problem of the greatest possible interest : a problem 
of double personality if of nothing else. They had themselves 
absolved Mme. Blavatsky from all worldly motives of pecuniary 
benefit or even of notoriety ; and Hodgson could only evolve 
out of his imagination a ridiculous ' Russian Spy ’ theory to 
account for all her laborious years of sacrifice. 

If, then, they had treated the matter sympathetically, and 
had taken the testimony of Col. Olcott and others as to how 
Isis Unveiled was written (see Old Diary Leaves, Vol. I, pp. 202 ff.) ; 
if instead of seeking for a ‘fraud’ they had recognized the 
spiritual nature of Mme. Blavatsky’s work, and had sought for 
the source of her inspiration ; if, indeed, they had merely taken 
her as an interesting psychological problem of an altogether 
exceptional nature ; they might have discovered that the investi- 
gation led them to a rich mine of information which would have 
advanced the science of psychology by many decades, and would 
have thrown a vivid light on the problems of human personality 
in many of their phases both ordinary and extraordinary—from 
à normal point of view—not to mention higher possibilities of 
development and evolution which are known only to those who, 
having recognized these possibilities, have not turned away from 
the evidence offered, or the method of obtaining confirmatory 
Proof in their own personal experience. 

Eighteen years afterwards, Mr. F. W. H. Myers, one of the 
Committee responsible for the S.P.R. Report, published his 
voluminous work, The Human Personality and its Survival of 
Bodily Death. That work itself can be said to contain much 
Which, had Mr. Myers been acquainted with it at the time of the 
Report, would certainly have led him to take a greater interest 
n, and altogether a different view of, the personality of Mme.. 
Blavatsky, But what would the book itself have been if Mr. 
Myers had devoted to her the same amount of patient investiga- 
ion and reservation of conclusions which he has given to other 
much less significant cases, even after fraud had been admitted 
5 part of the problem ? : 

Well: ves el is said and done, what happens is always for 
he best. Perhaps we may be allowed; therefore, to make oe 
Оше conjectures of our own as to why this thing happened as 
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it did. In the first place, perhaps the world was not ready fy) 
the official recognition which might have resulted from the mo 
sympathetic treatment which I have mentioned. Perhaps i} 
world is not ready even yet. Perhaps the very fact of the S.P} 
Report being so adverse was part of a larger necessity, guardi; 
against the premature disclosure of matters which humanity i 

a whole was then, and is as yet, unfitted to receive. 
Plotinus tells us: ‘‘ This, therefore, is manifested by th 
mandate of the mysteries, which orders that they shall not}; 
divulged to those who are uninitiated. For as that whichi 
divine cannot be unfolded to the multitude this mandate forbit 
the attempt to elucidate it to any one but him who is fortunate 
able to perceive it" (Enn. VI, 9, тт). There is plenty of eviden! 
to show that the same ‘mandate’ is in force to-day. I hay 
quoted on p. 52 the testimony of Louis Claude de Saint-Mart 
to the same effect. The Mahatma Letters to A. P. Sinnett a 
full of the same warnings. | 
Physical science to-day recognizes itself as being on th 
borderland of a revolutionary discovery as to the nature of int 
atomic energy ; the discovery of a reservoir of energy of such! 
tremendous nature that when compared with it our pres! 
sources of energy are but playthings. Is humanity ready! 
that discovery ? Most certainly not, for it would be immediatt/ 
applied for destruction and war. But our modern scientists © 
never admit that there can be any Adepts in the world who М 
all about this inter-atomic energy, and who can use it for phet 
mena such as were some of those which Mme. Blavatsky ех) 
ш Der Adepts have in fact penetrated far beyond d 
Ri nr M dose arcane region of Primordial Subst? 
Шай go eae e dim World-process. E. 
ОЕ 5 oc «nows what would have happen" 
ge had been indisputably demonstrated to the 8 


faction of our learned Academ; ieti rha 
ШОО, cademies and Royal Societies. Pe 
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covery as to the inner nat owers of V 
we know as Mind. Mind is not Sce each indivi 
possesses as a little bit of his own personality associated W^ 
with his thinking faculty and physical brain. Nothing ©” 
manifested in the individual which is not Cosmic in its origi? 
Mind is a tremendous Cosmic Force, as We 
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physical force. Hereisa danger, therefore, which far outweighs 
even the possible discoveries of physical science. Already there 
is a sufficient danger in the promiscuous dabbling by ignorant 
and untrained investigators in so-called spiritualistic phenomena, 
whilst hypnotism and psycho-analysis also lie on the borderland, 
and introduce elements of the most undesirable, not to say 
dangerous nature. 

Here again the world is not ready; and who shall say what 
might have been the result if the S.P.R. had taken up seriously 
“ the investigation of phenomena connected with the Theosophical 
Society ”. 

Whilst, therefore, condemning the S.P.R. Committee for their 
hasty, prejudiced, unjudicial, and unjust condemnation of a 
pioneer in a region to which humanity as a whole must one day 
advance, but into which as yet only a few are advanced enough 
to enter, we must perhaps not regret on the whole that the 
S.P.R. Report served to turn aside from this deeper quest what 
we might call the orthodox or academic investigator; and that 
in so doing it perhaps saved the world—for the time being at all 
events—from the appalling disasters which result, both to the 
individual and to the race, from the misuse of occult forces. 

Already at that time Mr. Sinnett had done more than enough 
by the publication of his Occult World to arouse an unhealthy 
interest in phenomena, in wonders for their own sake; for 
always and ever there are those who are seeking merely after 
signs and wonders. He himself was warned about this over and 
Over again. , 

In a passage I have already quoted (р. 53) Mahatma ‘ M ' says: 


“One or two of us hoped that the world had so far advanced 
intellectually, if not intuitionally, that the Occult doctrine might gain 
an intellectual acceptance, and the impulse given for a new cycle of 
occult research. Others—wiser as it would now seem—held differently. 


That was written in 1882, three years before the S.P.R. 
“Investigations ’: so that even at that time it would appear that 
the effort had been pronounced a failure. The S.P.R. Report 
only came as the culmination and seal of this failure—a failure, 

€ it noted, only so far as the world at large was concerned. 

Perhaps Н. Р. В. had already exceeded the powers entrusted 
her, and the S.P.R. Report was merely her Karma; but if this 
Was the case it was due to the persistent demands of A. P. Sinnett 
and others for test phenomena, which they foolishly thought 
Would convince the scientific world and the public, despite 
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everything the Masters told them to the contrary. Рота) 
Mme. Blavatsky, the ‘shell’ (see Mahatma Letters, р. 256) wal 
actually made to appear as a fraud and a charlatan because “i 
this ought to have been limited to an inner and very sxcpp 
circle” (see Mahatma Letters, p. 323). А careful study of 7 
Mahatma Letters throws much light upon these inner matte 
which can only be hinted at here. But perhaps also, while Ма 
Blavatsky, the outer personality, chafed and raged under tW 
stigma placed upon her, the veal Н.Р. B. regarded the who 
matter with those calm, deep, far-seeing eyes which look out o 
us from her portraits as from a soul untouched by the passin 
shows and storms of this life: knowing that all that happensil 
in accordance with immutable Law; and knowing also that hel 
(his) mission involved the crucifixion of the lower personality! 
involved that to the undiscerning eyes of those who could sees} 
deeper than the outer personality, that personality should evel 
appear to be a fraud and a charlatan. 
Even thus are the great secrets of Man's inner nature an} 
powers guarded and protected from the unworthy seekers aft 
signs and wonders, and from the premature discovery of thoy 
powers by such as would use them without any regard for mot 
and spiritual laws. 
H. P. В. was a mirror, strongly and truly reflecting exacti} 
what those who came to her were themselves in their own inn 
nature; and what they sought for, that they found. | 
The S.P.R. sought only for a fraud—and so, inevitably, they 
found one—or rather made one. And though there are Sj 
to-day who would perpetuate this verdict, yet the world-wiy 
influence of this great pioneer becomes more and more fin 1 
оа with every passing decade, as more and more it? 
recognized that the TEACHINGS to which she directed our ане 
connect with the essential nature of Man "—and the UNIVER i 
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“ Behold the truth before you ! a clean life, an open mind, 
a pure heart, an eager intellect, an unveiled spiritual percep- 
tion, a brotherliness for one’s co-disciple, a readiness to give 
and receive advice and instruction, a loyal sense of duty to the 
Teacher, a willing obedience to the behests of TRUTH, 
once we have placed our confidence in, and believe that 
Teacher to be in possession of it ; a courageous endurance of 
personal injustice, a brave declaration of principles, a valiant 
defénce of those who are unjustly attacked, and a constant 
eye to the ideal of human progression and perfection which 
the secret science (Gupla Vidya) depicts—these are the 
golden stairs up the steps of which the learner may climb to 
the Temple of Divine Wisdom. Say this to those who have 
volunteered to he taught by you.” 


Letter to H. P. B. from her Master 
(concerning her E. S. students.) 


Г НР BLAVATSKY 
A GREAT BETRAYAL 







BY $ 1 y 
` ALICE LEIGHTON CLEAT 
One of Her Pupils 


“ Tell them ...... ; As pure water poured into the scavenger’s 
bucket is befouled and unfit for use, so is divine truth when 
red into the consciousness of a Sensualist...... Observe, 
he first of the steps of gold which mount towards the 
yl this—A CLEAN LIFE. This means a purity 
astill greater purity of mind, heart and spirit." 








(Letter to H. 12, eb rs her Master 
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“ There is a very, very ancient maxim, far older than the 
time of the Romans or the Greeks...... It is a maxim all of 
them ought to remember—and live accordingly...... a sound 
and pure mind requires a sound and pure body. Bodily 
purity every adept takes precautions tu kecp...... Most of 
them know this...... But though they have been repeatedly 
told of this sime gua non rule on the Path of Theosophy 
and Chelaship, how few of them have given attention to 
it..... Behold, how many of them are.... debauchees, GUILTY 
OF SECRET IMMORALITY іп more than one form.......- 
Though such a person with any of the faults as above declared 
[others are named] should fill the world with his charities, 
and make his name known throughout every nation, he would 
make no advancement in the practical occult sciences, but 
be continually slipping backward. The ‘six and ten 
transcendental virtues, the Paramitas!, are not for full 


grown Yogis and priests alone, but for all those who would 
enter the ‘ Path.’ ” 


Letter to H. P. B. from her Master 
(concerning her E. S. students.) 





1 See “ The Voice of the Silence,” by H. P. Blavaisky. 








FOREWORD. 


Tuis Protest has been undertaken at the earnest 
апа repeated requests of Theosophical friends of 
long standing. They feel strongly that the time 
has come for one of H. P. Blavatsky’s old pupils, 
who was a member of her Inner Group, to 
demonstrate as clearly as possible that the 
teachings promulgated for nearly twenty years 
past by the present leaders of the “ Theosophical 
Society " have departed more and more from 
H. P. B.’s, and are now their direct antithesis, 
particularly on the fundamental question of sex 
morality. н 

Since Мг. С. К. S. Mead, one of my fellow- 
members of the Inner Group, spoke out at the 
Leadbeater Inquiry of 1906, and resigned, no 
Other surviving member, so far as I have been 
able to ascertain, has attempted to stem the 
awful and ever increasing tide of horror and 
delusion, that is, engulfing—one might almost say 
has engulfed—Mrs. Besant's Society. If ae 
could say in 1906 ;— We stand on the brink б 
an abyss,” what is to be said now ? The enquiries 
and researches I haveundertaken to enable me 
to write this pamphlet have revealed the D : 
State of things to be far worse than I could have 


imagined possible. 
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From the time I left Mrs. Besani in 1805 
and Mrs. Tingley in 1899, I have bccn out of 
touch with these two movements, cach calling 





itself “ theosophical."" and each leader claiming to 
be Н. P. B.’s “ successor." This is the reason 
why I have hitherto kept silent; in fact,it was 
not until I came tolive in India in 1918, after 
snending some years on the Continent, and met 
sme of themembers—both Indian and European 
—who had left Mrs. Besant in more recent vears, 
that T learnt of the appalling developments 
since she became President and installed the sex 
pervert Leadbeater as supreme esoteric teacher. 

І feel that I should be failing in my duty, 
and false to the solemn Pledges I have taken, 
if I did not now do my utmost to clear H. P. B.’s 
name from these horrible associations, and 
demonstrate that they have nothing whatever 
to do with her Masters (the Trans-Himálayan 
Brotberhood)or Their Esoteric doctrine. 

I therefore PROTEST with all my strength; 
and in Their sacred Names, against what is to 
me a desecration and.a blasphemy. 


Seplember, 1922. A. L. C. 





Whom the gods would destroy they first make mad. 


INTRODUCTORY. 


OR ihe past fifteen years, despite repeated Scandals, 
exposures, and even the damning evidence produced 
in various court cases, Mrs. Besant still persists 

in her blind and fanatical support of the sex pervert and 
pseudo-occultist C. W. Leadbeater, and the promulgation 
of his delusive, immoral, and poisonous teachings among 
the members of the Theosophical Society she rules, and the 
public at large, to whom she is known chiefly as an able 
speaker and an astute politician. Goaded by a revival 
of the well-known evidence against Mr. Leadbeater, and 
a severe criticism of her own actions, Mrs. Besant 
published in her official organ (Theosophist, March, 1922.) 
an article entitled ““ Whom Will Ye Serve ? "and a long 
Supplement addressed to the members, reiterating her 
support of Mr. Leadbeater, and making statements in 
justification of him and herself that call imperatively E 
for a dispassionate review of the history of this ill- 
omened partnership, and the strongest possible protest 
against the complete stultification and perversion of 
Н. P. Blavatsky’s life-work and teaching that it involves, 
; I have no personal quarrel with Mrs. Besant, whose 
brilliant intellectual gifts we all so much admired in the 
early. days, and who accomplished such splendid work 
for the Cause during Н. P. Blavatsky's lifetime. I had 


already been a member of the Society for four years when 


Mis. Besant joined in 1889 ; and as we both subsequently 


became members of the Inner Group of H. P. B.'s personal à 
püpils -T feel I amina position to review the facts. and 
а 6 I vow youu * 








- 
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entitled to utter this protest. In fact, I can no longer 
remain silent in the face of so much that is abhorrent 
to every true Theosophist, to every devoted follower 
of H. P. Blavatsky, her Masters, and Their teachings. 

In a private letter to Mr. Judge, in or about 1887, 
H. P. B. writes: “І am the mother and creator of the 
Society ; it has my magnetic fluid...... Therefore I 
alone and to a degree...... can serve as a lightning 
conductor of Karma for it. I was asked whether I was 
willing, when on the point of dying—and I said * Yes'— 
for it was the only .means to save it. Therefore I 
consented to live...... " Obviously, the only possible 
conclusion to be drawn from this is that, when in 189r 
H. P. Blavatsky passed away (or rather was “ recalled ") 
nine years before the limit of time within which the 
Masters’ help could be given,! it was because They 
saw' that the T. S. had definitely failed, that it could 
no longer be kept alive. 

A long and, in this connection, very important 
letter was written by H. P. Blavatsky in 1890 “ To my 
Brothers in Aryavarta,” giving the real reason why she 
did not return to India. Among other significant 
statements which she makes (Theosophist, January, 1922.), 
there is one which shows that she must clearly have 
foreseen the ultimate disintegration of the Society, which 
occurred in 1895. Writing of the shameful way in which 


Sa ee ES ee eee 


1“ |. = there remain but-a few years to the last hour of: the 
term—namely, till December the 31st, 1899. Those who will not 
have profited by the Opportunity (given to the world in every last 
quarter of a century) . « . Will advance no further than the knowledge 
already acquired. No Master of Wisdom from the East will himself 
appear or send anyone to Europe or America after that period. . - 
Sut 15 the law, for we are іп Kali-Yuga—the Black Age—and’ the 
restrictions in this. cycle, the first 5,000. years of which will expire 


ån. 1897, are great and: almost insu le." ky i е 
7 a perable.". (H. P. Blavatsky in the 
“Book of Rules, E. S. T." 1888.) f odi 
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she was thrown overboard, like a second Jonah, by 
Colonel Olcott and the T. S. Council at Adyar in their 
cowardly panic during the crisis of 1884-85, H. P. B. 
says: “It was during that time...... that the seeds of 
all future strifes, and—let me say at once—disintegration 
of the Theosophical Society [Italics mine.—A. L. C.] were 
planted by our enemies...... In a letter received from 
Damodar in 1886 [He had been called by his Master 
to Tibet the previous year.—A. L. C.] he notified me 
that the Masters’ influence was becoming with every 
day weaker at Adyar.” Further on in the letter H. P. B. 
again refers to Adyar, and to an invitation to return 
to India which ‘‘came too late...... nor can І, if J. 
would be true to my life-pledge and vows, now live at 
the Headquarters from which the Masters and Their 
spirit ave virtually banished. The presence of Their 
portraits will not help ; They are а dead letter.” {Italics 
mine. Yet Mrs. Besant asks us to believe that They 
returned when she was elected President in 1907, and 
even nominated her !—A. Г. C.] 

In the same letter H. P. B. says that she was pledged 
never to reveal ‘‘ the whole truth " about the Masters 
to anyone, “ excepting to those who like Damodar, had 
been finally selected and called by Them." She also 
spoaks of him as “ that one future Adept who has now 
the prospect of becoming one day a Mahatma, Kali 
Yuga notwithstanding." It is he again [of whom she 
spoke four years earlier, when she wrote: " During athe 
eleven years of the existence of the Theosophical Society 
I have known, out of the seventy-two regularly accepted 
chelas on probation and the hundreds of lay oe 
only ¿ree who have not hitherto failed, and оле only 


Who hada full success.” (“ The Theosophical Mahatmas.” 
ath, December, 1886.) Damodar is 


the only chela 
She ever spoke of as а “ full success d Ж her lifetime ; 
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and it is worthy of special note that he was a high caste 
Brahmin who did not hesitate to give up caste and 
become a Buddhist (so Colonel Olcott states). 

In the late spring Mrs. Besant paid a hasty visit to. 
Australia, whither her ''brother-initiate " had to flee 
from India some time since, as previously from London, 
Paris, and America. The cause is always the same; 
scandals inevitably arise, and Australia has proved no 
exception. Mr. Leadbeater is a ''Bishop " of the 
“Liberal Catholic Church," an anomalous body warmly 
supported and encouraged within and without the Т. 5. 
by Mrs. Besant. Other of its bishops have incurred 
similar odium and a “ priest” has quite recently 
confessed in writing and implicated the “ Presiding 
Bishop” and others. It has been stated that all 
these men are being watched by the police, who 
are only waiting to secure enough evidence. Matters 
cannot go on much longer like this; and a 
pamphlet published at New York last February says 
that “with difficulty a delay of a few months has been 
obtained in a pending arraignment and exposure in the 
Public Press in America.” Whenit comes it will be 4 
far graver indictment than that which precipitated the 
‘Besant о. Judge’ crisis in 1894-95, and rent the T. S. 
in twain. Then Mrs. Besant accused her colleague 
Mr. Judge of “ giving a misleading material form to 
Messages received psychically from the Master in various 
ways......” (Enguiryat London, July, 1894) ; but now 
she is deliberatel i T ad i 

: ely condoning, if not actually supporting, 
something far worse which was investigated and found 
true by a T. S. committee of enquiry in 1906.! 

For those unfamiliar with the events succeeding 

H. P. Blavatsky’s death in 1891, I must add that those 


'*For later and fuller particulars from Australia, see Addendum.’ ^ 
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of us who supported Mr. Judge against Mrs. Besant’s 
‘charges came under the sway, after his death a year 
later, of an equally masterful, able, and ambitious 
woman having very similar characteristics and methods. 
This was Mrs. Katherine Tingley, formerly a New York 
professional psychic and trance medium, from whose 
organisation (“ The Universal Brotherhood ") I resigned 
in 1899. Her activities are now mainly confined to a 
colony in California. 

A point to which I think attention has no' hitherto 
been drawn is the striking similarity in the fate which 
befell Mrs. Besant and Mr. Judge respectively after the 
‘death of H. P. Blavatsky. Being left as the most obvious 
leaders of the European and American Sections respec- 
tively (neither of them were in England when she died), 
the E. S. Council decided that they should carry on the 
Esoteric School as joint Outer Heads in place of H. P. B., 
oblivious of the fact that one of them (Mrs. Besant) was 
untrained, and both were unfit to fill such a high 
‘occult office (see post p. 86). This soon ‘became evident 
When each in turn fellan easy prey to external influences 
Which first separated them, and then disrupted the 
Society and E. S. ; 

Among the old T. S. and E. S. papers now lying 
before me I find not a few which throw a most illuminat- 
ing light on Mrs. Besant's activities in recent years. 
Before dealing with her latest statements I will quote 
extracts from these papers in support and elucidation 
of the points I wish to make, viz :— 

(a) A under Mrs. Besant's guidance the d Ss 
has long ceased to represent H. P. Blavatsky's 
teaching, or the thought of Ro ra 

(b) That it is now completely ec T ue 

: d poisonous ideas 0 
deluded, impure, anc р HA his 
acknowledged sex pervert, to who 
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unhappy and misguided woman believes and 
openly declares herself to be bound by indis- 
soluble and age-long ties. 

(c) That in adopting and conniving at the promulga- 
tion of the teachings of this man, and allowing 
him virtually to control her Society, Mrs. 
Besant most impiously gives out that she is 
acting under the orders of the Trans-Himá- 
layan Masters of Wisdom, and H. P. Blavat- 
sky's directions. 

This list point (c) is the real gravamen of my Protest. 

It would be of relative unimportance—Mrs. Besant 
having already wrecked the Society in 1895—that it had 
descended to the level of any existing sect, Christian or 
other (as much a close corporation as the Adventists or 
New Jerusalemites), had its two present leaders dropped 
the 11е, and ceased to claim any connection with the 
* real Founders.” But, on the contrary, Mrs. Besant 
and Mr. Leadbeater use Their sacred names and declare 
themselves to be under Their direct guidance. Such 


proceedings merit the sternest possible moral condemna- 
tion in view of the facts. 
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Mr. William Kingsland on the Crisis of 
1906. 


epee first of the old papers I shall quote from is by my old 
friend and fellow-Councillor Mr. William Kingsland, 
author of The Esoteric Basis of Christianity 
and kindred works. He was one of the leading members 
in the early days under Н. P. B. who, when Mrs. Besant 
on securing the Presidency after Colonel Olcott's death 
in 1907 reinstated Mr. Leadbeater, resigned their member- 
ship. Mrs. Besant had reviewed a new book by Mr. 
Kingsland, and took the opportunity to refer to his 
resignation. Replying in “An Open Letter to Annie 
Besant ” dated December, 1909, he tells her: 
You have dragged in a perfectly irrelevant. uncalled-for 


and untrue statement whichI cannot <«llow to pass 
.". The words I refer to are these : 


“We have here a very excellent Theosophical book, with 
an evasion of all recognition of the source whence - the 
ideas are drawn. When Theosophy becomes fashionable, 
how those who refuse to walk with her in the days of 
Scorning will crowd to claim her as theirs when she walks 
in the sunshine amid applause !^ Now these words 
convey the implication, in the first place, that there is a con- 
nection between the fom in which my bouk is presented, and 
recent events in the Theosophical Society which have led me 
as well as many others, to sever our connection ae oe 
Society ; and, in the second place, that Se now D ч йо 
walk with her ” because, forsooth, she is not now ashion; 


able," but“ in the days of ecorning: | Neither gre 
ments is true, and the implication is most E у, 
That, however, is @ small matter compared with, the 


unchallenged . 
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implication that I and others have turned our backs on Theo- 
sophy for so unworthy a reason. 

Let me ask you to look at the names of the old and tried 
workers whom you have forced out of the Society by your 
disastrous policy, and then ask yourself in the Great Presence 
whether it is true that any of them have deserted Theosophy— 
or rather . the Theosophical Society—because it 15 less 
“ fashionable ”- now than it was in the old days when you 
and I and these others stood side by side and fought the battle 
for H. P. Blavatsky. Did any of us shirk obloquy then, 
and do you really think we are less ready to face it now? “It 
is one thing, however, to incur obloquy for the sake of Truth, 
and quite another thing to be asked to do it 1m support of 
immoral teachings . . . What I want to point out now more 
‘particularly, and in the interest of true Theosophy, is, that 
‘you are now making the grand mistake—one never made by 
`Н. P. Blavatsky—of thinking, writing, and speaking as if 
Theosophy and the Theosophical Society were one and the 
same thing, absoutely identical; and that there can be no 
Theosophy in the world without the Theosophical Society, 
and no Theosophists outside of it . ; . You must know that 
in leaving the Theosophical Society, the great majority of us 
at all events have not given up Theosophy, even if we may 
feel compelled to teach it under another name, and though 
we CBs no longer work with or through the Theosophical 
Society, we are none the less carrying on the great work 
which H. Р. Blavatsky initiated. : 
` But in the old days we did at least think that the Théo- 
оа Society stood for pure Theosophy and pure. Morality- 
at e. E z say this any longer. The “ Theosophy ' 
Баз рон. ү. Society is now a definite creed and dogma 
which those who We om Eee pronguncerents Кор 
ели, с to differ are first of all squeezed out of 
i hea сыер, and finally compelled to leave the 
cdd 25 s hm d the strongest language as “ per- 

ters." I am quite aware that all the 
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time you are preaching freedom of opinion ; but that is one 
of the farcical aspects of the régime which you inaugurated 
. . . Whatever you may preach, it is now notorious that 
your practice has been the exact reverse. You commenced 
by turning out the Vice-President for daring to hold a different 
pinion from your own as to the inception of the Society ; 
and you then proceeded soto manipulate matters that 
several old and tried officials who had been in opposition 
to your pronouncements and policy, were ousted from 
their positions as General Secretaries of Sections. .. . Well, 
you succeeded in getting your own supporters appointed— 
and in losing many hundreds of old members. 


Doubtless you will now have complete control and be 
able to mould the Society to your own will and liking, and 
train it to “ obedience ” to your psychic authority and visions. 
At what expense and sacrifice of principles you have already 
done this, we all know. But let none imagine that this is 
the basis on which Н. Р. Blavatsky founded the Society ; or 
that it will thus fulfil the mission for which it was intended ; 
or that it can thereby become other than a narrow and exclu- 
sive sect. And if perchance your statement is true that the 
Theosophical Sciety—which you so mistakenly identify with 


Theosophy—is now “in the days of scorning, " possibly even 


more than it was in the old days ; What and who is it that 


has made it so? 

- Is it not because the President and General Council have 
set their seal and official condonation to a “ theosophy < 
grossest immorality, and which can 
advocate—as a means of “ discharging [sic] thought-forms e 
(see Van Hook’s pamphlet)—a practice which you yourself 
once characterised as being “ when taught under the name of 
Divine Wisdom, essentially earthly, sensual, devilish? " Yet 
itis thus taught and justified —with an appeal to the laws of 
Teincarnation and karma—in Van Hook's pamphlet, which . 
you and the General Council have refused to repudiate, and 


which countenances the 


have thereby condoned . 
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And now, since you have had your own way, and have 
cleared the Society of the elements of the so-called “hatred 
and persecution ” ; can you not at least refrain from hitting 
behind our backs? Nothing is sadder for your old friends 
and comrades than to see you stoop to veiled insinuations, 
and even direct untruths; missing no opportunity—not 
even in the review of a book—of striking unjustly and falsely 
at those who have recently been your opponents, and who 
have now no direct means of answering you, or of refuting 
your statements within the Society itself. 

I have italicised a few passages which seem to be 
of special importance as showing that, thirteen years ago, 
Mr. Leadbeater’s sinister hand had already grasped 
the Society and its infatuated President, and that his 
vile and immoral teachings, supported by: her, had 
driven out some of the oldestand most clear-headed 
and clear-sighted of H. P. Blavatsky’s friends and 
pupils; among them Mr. G. R. S. Mead, one of the 
Leadbeater Committee of Inquiry, who also resigned at 
the time Mrs. Besant became President for the same 
reasons as those stated by Mr. Kingsland. The 
“ practice " to which he alludes in his Open Letter 15 
of course now well known to be that taught and advocated 
by Mr. Leadbeater, who claims that in so doing he is 
acting on the advice and under the authority of one 
of the Masters of Wisdom. Could a more terrible 
infamy be perpetrated | 








M. M. Schuré and Lévy on the Crisis of 
1913. 


ET us see, however, what others have to say seven 
years later оп the state of the T. 5. In 1913 another 
violent crisis convulsed this miserable travesty 

of a Society that once stood for the highest principles 
and ideals, but which even a Lake Harris might blush 
now to be associated with. As before, it centred round 
the shocking perverter of morals who had obtained 
complete ascendancy over Mrs. Besant. A book entitled 
Mrs. Besant and the Present Crisis in the Theosophical 
Society was published in 1913 by M. Eugene Lévy, 
“with a Prefatory Letter by M. Edouard Schuré,” the 
well-known author of The Great Initiates and other 
mystical works. Writing to M. Charles Blech, General 
Secretary of the French T. S., M. Schure states that 
he feels “ compelled to retire officially from the T. S. 

and that it is his “ duty " to give his “ reasons straight- 
forwardly." After alluding to the date (1907), when 
M. Blech had offered and he had accepted the honorary 
membership in the Society, M. Schuré goes on to speak 
of Mrs. Besant, as she had then appeared to him, in 
high terms, expressing the hope that “ the nobility ч 
her past career" was an augury " that the T. S. ae | 
continue in the broad way of tolerance, impartiality, 
and veracity which forms an essential part of its pro- 


» M, Schuré then continues :— 
ed out otherwise. The primary 
he close alliance of Mrs. Besant 
tist, but of an unsettled 


gramme. 

Unfortunately things turn 
cause of this deviation lies in t 
with Mr. Leadbeater, а learned occul 
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disposition and doubtful morality. After Mr. Leadbeater 
had been found guilty by an advisory Committee of the T.S. 
Mrs. Besant publicly announced her reprobation of the 
educational methods with which he was charged .... By 
an inconceivable change of front she soon afterwards declared 
her intention of bringing Mr. Leadbeater into the T.S. again 
and she succeeded. .. The excuses she gave for this recan- 
tation were charity and pardon. The veal reason was that the 
President necded Му. Leadbealer for her occult investigations, 
and that this collaboration appeared to her necessary 
to her prestige. To those who have followed her words 
and acts from that time onwards, it is clearly manifest 
that Mrs. Besant has Jallen under ihe formidable suggestive 
power of her dangerous coliaborator, and can only see, thinh, 
and act under his control. The personality henceforward 
speaking through her is. . .. . the questionable visionary, 
the skilful master of suggestion who no longer dares to show 
himself in London, Paris, or America, but in the obscurity 
of a summer-house at Adyar governs the T. S. through its 
President. The illomened consequences of this influence 
were soon to appear before the world through the affair of 
Alcyone and the founding of the Order of the Star in the 
East .. . If a real Indian initiate, a Brahmin or otherwise, 
ot ripe age, had come to Europe on his own responsibility 
or in the name of his Masters to teach his doctrines, nothing 
would have been more natural or interesting. . . . But it was 
not in this form that we beheld the new apostle from. Adyar. 
À young Indian, aged thirteen, initiated by Mr. Leadbeater ..- 
15 proclaimed and presented to the European public as the 
future teacher of the new era. Krishnamurti, now called 
Alcyone, has no other credentials than his master's injunctions 
us Mrs. Besant's patronage. His thirty-two previous incar- 
Ke Е related at length, the early ones going back to the 
period. These narrations, given as the result of 

Mr. Leadbeater’s and Mrs. Besant’s visions, are jor the most 
i Mem puerile, and could convince no serious occul- 
* еу are ostensibly designed to prove that for twenty 
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or thirty thousand years the principal personages in the T, S- 
have been preparing for the “ Great Work " which is s SUN 
to be accomplished. In the course of their incarnations,. 
which remind one of a newspaper novel, these personages are 
decorated with the great names of Greek mythology, and 
with the most brilliant stars in the firmament. During a 
meeting at Benares, Krishnamurti presenting certificates to 
his followers, received honours like a divine being, many 
persons present falling at his feet. . He does not, however, 
utter a word, but only makes a gesture of benediction, 
prompted by Mrs. Besant. In reporting this scene Mr. Lead- 
beater likens it to the descent of the Holy Ghost at Pentecost. 

For this dumb prophet is founded the Order of the Star 
in the East, which the whole world is invited to join, and of 
which he is proclaimed the head .. . this passive young 
prodigy, who has not yet given the world the least proof of 
having any mission at all [this is as true in 1922 as it was in 
1913. —A. L. C.], becomes henceforth the centre and cynosure 
of the T. S., the symbol and sacred ark of the orthodox 
Jaith at Adyar. As to the doctrine preached by Mrs. Besant, 
it rests on a perpetual equivocation. She allows the English 
public at large, to whom she speaks of the coming Christ, to 
believe that he is identical with the Christ of the Gospels, 
whereas to her intimates she states what Mr. Leadbeater 
teaches, and what he openly proclaims in one of his books, 
The Inner Life—namely, that the Christ of the Gospels never 
existed, and was an invention of the LUE 5 the SON 
ce . Such facts are difficult to characterise. 
UNA that they are saddening for all who, а ы 
believed in the future of the Т. S., for they can only Eum 
clear-sighted and. sincere minds. . . In my а К 
longer be an actual member of the T. S. M Er nd 
approving the deeds and words of the M NS Society— 
grantly contradict the essential pumps m For these 
I mean scrupulous and absolute respect Jor ef Luce 
reasons I regret that I must send you my resign 


member of the Theosophical Society. 


E wh odi 

The italics throughout the foregoing quotations are 
mine, and serve again to emphasise essential points ; 
points almost exactly similar to those raised by Mr. 
Kingsland, the most serious being the condonation by 
Mrs. Besant of immoral practices in a colleague whose 
collaboration, as M. Schuré shrewdly adds, has become 
a necessity to her, and under whose “ formidatle 
suggestive power" she has now completely fallen. If 
this was true in 10913, what may not be said in 1922, 
when the intervening nine years have given time for 
the growth and development of this deadly Upas Tree ? 
Iuse the simile advisedly, for this teaching 7s а“ deadly " 
poison, not only from the ordinary moral siandpcint, 
but especially from that of the esoteric teaching of 
Н. P. B. and.the Trans-Himálayan Brotherhood, under 
whose authority it is falsely and blasphemously given 
out; I do not hesitate to declare it. 

M. Schuré also emphasises an important and vital 
point which Mr. Kingsland seems to have felt equally 
deeply, viz.—That Mrs. Besant has no use for any but 
those who accept everything she says and docs with 
blind subservience, even when, inthe eyes of such men 
as M. Schuré, Mr. Mead, Mr. Kingsland, and others, it 
merits strong condemnation as “untrue” and “‘ mis- 
leading.” In the pages of the recent numbers of the 
Theosophist the talk about * freedom of opinion” within 
the Society is still repeated, although in actual practice, 
as I have shown, the exact opposite obtains, Much that 
emanates from this tainted source is so fantastic and 


шеше that ridicule ought long since to have killed it, 
as it did Oscar Wilde's ZEsthetic movement. 











Mrs. Besant’s “return of the Christ.” 


О return to M. Lévy’s book; it deals with “ Mrs: 
Besant's Proceedings" under various headings. 

In the one entitled “ Mrs. Besant's Return of the 
Christ" is to be found some of the most amazing balderdash 
—given out as serious teaching !—it has ever been my lot 
to encounter. For instance, a book called Man : Whence 
How, and Whither, written by Mrs. Besant and Mr. 
Leadbeater in collaboration, is quoted from by M. Lévy 
at considerable length. He explains that “ the substitu- 
tion of a “ false Christ ?” for the “ Christ of the Gospels ” 
is here supported by “ а new order of evidence” (Italics 
mine). Specimens of this “ evidence ” follow, and I will 
here give some of it in order to show the almost unbeliev- 
ably low level of intelligence to which this whole mis- 
chievous movement—miscalled Theosophical—has des- 
cended, and the sort of elements in human nature to 


which such. an ill-conceived and fantastic production is 


designed to appeal. M. Lévy writes :— 
In the course oí their investigations these two occultists 


look up on the one side, the past incarnations of him whom 
Mrs. Besant calls the “ Master Jesus,” that is, of the 
“ Jesus™ born 105 B.C.; and on the other side, the past lives 
of the being whom she calls the “ Lord Maitreya, the present 
Bodhisattva, the Supreme Teacher of the World "; whose 
ent replaced that of " Jesus,” this being 


ego at a given mom 
of the Christ. whose immediate return 


the last incarnation 
She is announcing. 

Let us first quote 
tions of the“ Supreme Teacher VU POM 


from their account of the incarna- 
In the chapter 
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headed * Early Times on the Moon Chain," p. 34, we 
read :— 

* There is a hut in which dwell a Moon-Man, his wife 
and children ; these we know in later times under the names 
of Mars and Mercury, the Mabaguru and Surya. A number 
of these monkey-creatures live round the hut, and give to 
their owners the devotion of faithful dogs ; among them we 
notice the future Sirius, Herakles, Alcyone, and Mizar, to 
whom we may give their future names for the purpose of 
recognition, though they are still non-human." ! 

In the Fourth Root Race we again find the personage 
supposed to be “ Maitreya" as the husband of the ego 
claimed by these authors as that of “ Master K. H.” Mrs. 
Besant is again incarnated in the family as daughter, the eldest 
Sister of the “ Master M. "; “ Maitreya,” the future World- 
Teacher, being at this time the head of the tribe (p. 1x3). - - 

We have thus reached to somewhere about the year 
15,000 B.C. and then—incredible as it seems—they give 
no further incarnations of him whom they nevertheless claim 
to have been the World-Teacher at the beginning of our ета. 

They give us his incarnations as husband, as father, as 
counsellor and priest, and are silent as to the only incarnation 
of fundamental and vital importance to the whole world. 

. Let us see if the incarnations of their “ Jesus” will fill 
this gap in our knowledge, if they will throw light on this 
essential point, thus left in obscurity. 





*In these incarnations such names are used as; Mars for the 
“ Master M."; Mercury forthe '' Master К. H.” ; Surya, the Lord 
Maitreya, the present Bodhisattva, the Supreme Teacher of the 
World’; Sirius for Mr. Leadbeater; Herakles for Mrs. Besant; 
Alcyone for Krishnamurti ; Mizar for his young brother, etc. А list 
of these names and those to whom they apply is given in the Foreword 
of the book. [Italics mine. Here we see the bald and unabashed 
appeal to the personality and its ambitions and desires which 15 
characteristic of this kind of charlatanism.—A. L. C.] We shell 
here substitute the names of the real persons as given in this list for 
the fancy names used to distinguish them in the body of the book, 
Man : Whence, How and Whither ones seers ЖЕ ost io 30 
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We meet this “ Jesus " fo i 
г the first 1 à 
of the Fifth Root Race, as Es um p e ы с 
and sister of “ Maitreya ” (p. 2555 ages (шаш) 
Then, оп р. 328, as the wife i 
, . » e of Jul 5 " 
he, or rather she, being at this pe m E i A 
(Known in his last incarnation as Sir Thomas Msn КА. 
Не is later identified as daughter of Aleya REST 
murti (his father) and Fabrizio Ruspoli (his mother), ! parents 
at the same time of the future “ World-Teacher, Maitreya,” 
their young daughter. These incarnations took place 72 ost 
B.C., on theshores of the Lake of Gobi, we are told on p ra 
Е in 15,910 B.C. we find “Jesus” as grandson of 
Maitreya,” and as father and grandfather of a large family 
composed, as in all cases investigated by these two authors 
of present members of the Theosophical Society oy, osi 
including the faithful friends of Adyar to the exclusion of all 


о 


others. ? 
“та 12,800 B.C. the “ Jesus” of these investiga- 
tions again forms part of a very extensive family composed 
as usual of the selfsame elements, and including amongst 
the names known in the theosophic world that of Mme. Marie 
Louise Kirby (an Italian theosophist recently at Adyar) 
who was his sister. "Jesus" was then the father of Mrs. 


S. Maud Sharpe (General Secretary of the English Section), of 


theosophist recently living at Adyar, 
ed in Italy. 

that outside this little circle not à 
er entered into these family 
pioneers of 


“М. Ruspoli is an Italian 
with whom Mr. Leadbeater stay 

2 Tt is a remarkable fact 
single being in our great world has еу 
communities to whom the honour is given of being the 
every civilisation of the past. Even though we are invited to assist 
at marriages running into thousands, ever the same names appear 
and all the members of all the families are identified. This singular 
Oligarchy of friends and devotees of Adyar perhaps merited to be 
signalised throughout the evolution of our earth, the more 50 that 


Mr. Leadbeater, writing in his bird’s-eye view of the twentieth century 
and of the pioneers of the future sixth race, remarks maliciously : 
““We know who will mot be there.” He puts in italics the word not; 
desirous doubtless to indicate the unworthiness of other theosophists. 

o) 
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Julius Cesar, and of T. Subba Rao; the Teshu Lama being 
at that time his daughter, etc., etc. (p. 499) . . . 

Once more have our hopes been betrayed, for an absolute 
silence broods over the Incarnations of '' Jesus " later than 
this date of 13,500, as it reigned over those of the “ World- 
Teacher”... 

We cannot, however, conceive that this information 
gathered from occult investigation will be felt to be indis- 
pensable by anyone. Now that we know that Mrs. Besant’s 
«“World-Teacher ” is an ordinary man of the lunar chain (to 
whom Mrs. Besant was first domestic animal and then sister, 
and who, in the early period of our earth, was daughter of 
the young Krishnamurti (or of M. Ruspoli), who could be 
found still to imagine that.there could be here any question, 
save a mad or impious joke”. .. 

Incredible as it may appear to those who know 
anything of H. P. Blavatsky’s teachings, their compre- 
hensive grandeur and sublimity, especially as given in 
The Secret Doctrine, this extraordinary mixture of clumsy 
fairy-tale and extravagant and even malicious mumbo- 
jumbo is apparently swallowed whole by the blind and 
credulous followers of this grotesque “ Neo-Theosophy.” 
Not so much for them do I write as for those who, 
while interested in these subjects, have neither, the 
inclination nor-the leisure to examine, for instance, 
such published Records l'as these from which I quote, 
for themselves, Such would naturally accept on 
their face value Mrs. Besant’s own account of herself 
and of her Society, unaware that she is no longer 
anything buta “ blind leader of the blind,” incapable of 
distinguishing light from darkness, truth from falsehood. 
We have direct testimony to the truth of this statement 
in Mr. T. Н. Martyn's now famous letter to Mrs. Besant.' 
Ic нда NI M reU AIT 


‘Mr. Martyn is the President of the Sydney Lodge, Australian 


Section T. S., a memberjof thirty years’ standing. See Addendum. 
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In it he tells һер: «уои have been relying upon 


©: №. І. as sole intermediary between the Hierarchy 
[the Trans-Himálayan Brotherhood, the Masters of 
Wisdom. Italics mine.—A. L. C.] and yourself for 
many years. . . С. W. Ls word is final and his 
seership infallible to you." The quality of this 
supposed ''seership " bears a very close resemblance to 
a stupid and vulgar,hoax. This is clearly shown by 
Mr. Martyn, who says :—‘ In 1919 I went to America. 
Young Van Hook was in New York. He talked freely 
of C. W. L.’s immorality and about faking the ‘lives’ 
of people” (Italics mine.) Mr. Martyn then puts together 
various pieces of evidence against this man, and tells 
Mrs. Besant that he finds “staring me in the face the 
‘conclusions that Leadbeater is a sex pervert, his mania 
taking a particular form which I have—though only 
lately—discovered, is a form well known and quite 
common in the annals of sex criminology.” (Italics mine.) 
This sex criminal, then, is the creature whom Mrs. Besant 
has accepted “for many years " as “ sole intermediary 
‘between ” herself and—the Masters of Wisdom!! One 
almost hesitates to draw the obvious inference ; for this 
is the man whom she has for years held up to and imposed 
upon their followers as a model of all the vines: 
“a saint"—a person “ on the threshold of divinity. 

(See also footnote post, p. 56.) 


Why has it always been necessary for Mrs. Besant 


to have an “intermediary”? Before Mr. Leadbeater 


it was her Brahmin guide, and before him ay was = 
Judge. To each in turn she gave implicit belief in t a 
matter of ““ messages "and directions from the Маат 
while outwardly claiming “ direct k con E : 
fact is that, as I have come to believe, ihe еп 25 TEM 
of the thing is—sheer femininity. With us 
lectual talents, her once clear brain, Mrs. 
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(in her personality) just simple woman, relying upon 
male guidance and authority as instinctively as any of 
her humbler sisters. And what student of human nature 
will fail to recognise in her that purely feminine trait 
of blind and fanatical‘ obedience " which loves to receive 
and obey “ orders ” even though the result should be 
' a world in ruins" ? The existence of this fundamental 
and essential quality in female human nature is the real 
reason why even the most broad-minded men shrink 
from giving women equality of power with themselves 
in wordly affairs. 

Let me here declare what I believeto be the real 
truth; namely, that after H. P. Blavatsky's death in 
i89r, neither Mrs. Besant, nor Мг. Judge, nor Colonel 
Olcott, nor anyone else, could “ communicate," because 
Н.Р. B.’s withdrawal meant the withdrawal of her Masters 
as well. It has always seemed strange to me that this 
was never realised by anyone, for in this pamphlet I 
have quoted quite enough from H. P. B. to make it 
perfectly clear. Does she not sayin the r89o letter to 
the Indians (see p. 2) that after she had to leave 
India in 1885 the Masters’ influence at Adyar became 
a dead letter? Did not the Masters Themselves write 
as early as 1884 that they could only communicate 
through her or in places previously prepared magnetically 
by her presence ? How, then, could They be expected 
to continue to communicate or direct the affairs of the 
T. 5. (as They did in India until 1885), or the E. 5. 
(as They did from 1888 to i891), after They had with- 
drawn the Agent They had so carefully prepared and 

: subjected to the severest trials and initiations in Tibet ? 
Barely three years after this withdrawal the fatal “ Split ” 
took place owing to Mr. Judge giving out what purported 
to be “direct” communications, but which, as I dis- 
covered after working for a time under his inspirer and 
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successor, Mrs. Tingley, were obtained from her. Mrs. 
Besant, in accusing him, did precisely the same, for 
she stated in her Case against W. О. Judge that she had 
received her orders direct from the Master, whereas 
(as I relate elsewhere, post, p. 56) she admitted to the 
Inner Group that they came “through” her Brahmin 
guide. 

This, then, was the great and fundamental error 
committed by the leaders of the movement, after Н. P. B. 
was withdrawn. It is responsible for all the subsequent 
troubles, and the appalling situation with which we are 
faced to-day. A great and world-wide organisation is 
being used to promulgate blasphemous, poisonous and 
absolutely anti-Theosophical and anti-Occult doctrines 
as emanating direct from the Masters who definitely 
withdrew Their chosen Agent іп 189r. (See ante p. 2.) 

In any case, even hadshe lived, H. P. B. told the 
Е. S. that the “last hour of the term” was December 
31st, 1899, after which * no Master of Wisdom from the 
East will himself appear or send anyone to Europe or 
America." (See footnote, ante p. 2.) She also said that 
the next Messenger would be sent out in 1975. Yet 
the fiction that the Masters are still directing the leaders 
and the movement is kept up, not only by Mrs. Besant, 
but.also by Mrs. Tingley, 22 years after “ the last hour 
of the term.” 

It is the sa 
imminent advent of a ' 
least probable, in view 


me with all this wild talk about the 
* World-Teacher." Is this in the 
of the above pronouncements ? 
H. P. B. definitely states in The Secret Doctrine the 
exact opposite ; but all the Neo Thess ee сз to 
prefer the Besant and Leadbeater books. H. P. B. says, 
with reference to this very Maitreya whose name oe 3 
lightly take in vain, that Heis not due until he x : 
Sub-Race, 7.¢., several thousand years hence ; ant at, 
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in any case, “it is not іп the Кай Yug, our present 
terrifically materialistic age of Darkness, the ‘ Black 
Age,’ that a new Saviour of Humanity can ever appear.” 
(S. D. Third Ed., Vol. I, p. 510 e seg. See also Theoso- 
phical Glossary, “ Kalki Avatar” and “Maitreya 
Buddha.”) If we accept H. P. B.’s authority there is 
no evading this issue, and we must reject the Besant- 
Leadbeater pretensions in toto, for their absurdity is 
patent. Yet they claim to have been specially taught 
and prepared by her to carryon hermessage! (Vide 
Mrs. Besant in the Theosophist, March, 1922 ; and also: 
post p. 68.) 











Fundamental causes : Some Occult 


Methods. 


UTE this heading M. Levy deals with what he calls 
“the pitiful climax of this parody " :— 

What a contrast to the great traditions of the Theosophi- 
cal movement, formulated by Н. Р. Blavatsky in The Key to 
Theosophy (Third Edition, р. тот) ;—“ As for ош best 
Theosophists, they would also far rather that the names of 
the Masters had not been mixed up with our books in any way.” 
And later, оп p. 192 ;—“ I say again, every earnest Theosophist 
regrets to-day, from the bottom of his heart, that these sacred 
names and things have ever been mentioned before the 
public," And this would be the moment to say with Mme. 
Blavatsky ;—“ Great are the desecrations to which the names 
of two of the Masters have been subjected.”... But when 
all is said and done, what is this occultism which produces 
such disregard of truth, such calumny in daily life, such daastrous 
confusion ın the domain of clairvoyance, and- finally, advice 
of such a kind as to arouse universal disgust? [Italics 
mine.—A. L. C.] 

"This occultism has its methods, as all schools 


have; for occultism consists in a methodical training and 
to superior worlds ; and 


ults, may we not regard 


of occultism 


the awakening of consciousness, 

Where a method produces such res 
it as legitimate to ask what is the source of such апо 
and such numerous aberrations ? . . . On this question, as 


on all those that we have examined, we will cite as ү eee 
i the’ i ho tea 

origi ents, the appraisements of those w 

eds T Mr. Leadbeater is 


their own methods, It is well known that | Г 
the inventor and manipulator of the Adyar occultism. In 


the Inner Life (Vol. 1, р. 45°), in speaking of the centres, the 


awakening of which, as we know, developes clairvoyance, 
he expresses himself in these terms ;—'' I have heard it 
suggested that each of the different petals of these force- 
centres represents a moral quality, . . . Ihave not yet met 
with any facts which confirm this . . . their development 
seems lo me to have no more connection with morality than has 
the development of the biceps.” [Italics mine. A little later 
I shall quote some very definite pronouncements of Н, Р. 
Blavatsky’s which teach the exact opposite.—A. L. C.] 

Further, it is of interest to find Mrs. Besant and Mr. 
Leadbeater, in the first lines of the Preface to Man; Whence 
How, and Whither, expressing the same view as regards 
the connection between morality and clairvoyance —“ It 
is not generally accepted, nor indeed is it accepted to any 
large extent . . . [clairvoyance] is a power latent in all men 

. it can be developed by any one who is able and willing 
to pay the price demanded for its forcing, ahead of the general 
evolution.” 

Mrs. Besant is no less positive. A price is demanded 
for the “ forcing " of clairvoyance, but this price is neither 
“high spirituality" nor “lofty intelligence," mor even 
“purity of character” . . . she fully shares the views of Mr. 
Leadbeater. . . . 

Thus the calumny, sectarianism, the disregard of truth 
in daily life, the increasingly. serious aberrations in the spiri- 
tual life, have gradually revealed the main source of all 
these facts, 7. e., the defect of the method. 


All becomes clear. Mr. Leadbeater is probably right, 
and it may be possible to develop, as he claims, а certain 
clairvoyance (an inferior clairvoyance, it must be said) without 
the concurrence of a moral and mental training. . - But 
who will maintain that without moral purification we shall 
Possess that moral sense that inspires gracious and noble 
conduct, and teaches us to hate falsehood?. . - P* 


able to distinguish illusions from reality in our astral 
visions ? 
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Mrs. Besant and Mr. Leadbeater are most certainly not 
ignorant of the dangers of occult development without 
morality. But it is quite another matter to profess this 
theory, or even to lean towards morality in the course 
of occult development, by means of . . . generous aspirations 
perpetually evoked in eloguentlanguage, from setting to work 
on the development of these centres by means of exercises 
arranged with the express purpose of bringing in the practice 
of morality, of truth, and of logic as powerful factors in 
the reorganisation of the subtle bodies—which produces 
clairvoyance . . . That method which dissociates moral and 
intellectual aspiration from occult development, and seeks 
to cultivate them separately, will not achieve moral progress 
since the inner nature is not transmuted ; but this method will 
produce a very debauch of phrases invoking these aspi- 
rations. For, instead of penetrating by means of the appro- 
priate practice into the inner regions of the soul, these aspi- 
rations swirl, so to say, perpetually on the surface of the mind. 
Their presence there will produce a kind of psychic intoxi- 
cation, sometimes rousing in the occultist thoughts so much 
above his own mental and moral standard, that he may come 
to regard himself as a saint, while at the same time performing 
the most despicable actions. Indeed, during such times the 
conduct shows a moral retrogression very noticeable when 
compared with the conduct before this occult development 
For this latter increases and intensifies all the temptations, as 
every occultist will admit. An increase of active ee 1 
therefore, required if we would avoid this most dangerous Jac 


of balance. . . - 
We find constantly in Mrs. гап 
under а great show of high moral aspirations, the reality of 


an actual moral and intellectual 1ай. маар 
is placed on “ liberty of thought " [see р. 14 А. L. de E 
the same time the intellectual desertion of this ү р 
preached in counselling members e у ey ie жы. 

i i rom the lips oi MIs. sant, 
“the least hint which falls from the 1 iq 
to follow her implicitly whether she is understood or not. 


Besant and Mr. Leadbeater, 
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We see clearly that the ‘fruits are precisely those we 
should expect from the seed; the terrible danger of this 
method can neither be misunderstood nor denied . . . [we 
must] never lend ear to the words which in this school quite 
naturally take the place of the honest and right 
act, and so turn attention from the moral ugliness of the 
actions performed. ... Acts alone show forth morality, not 
attractive formulas flowing from literary or oratorical talent. 
The constant declaration of liberty of thought, of human 
brotherhood, cannot impress us when the actions of those who 
delight in them enslave thought, persecute merit, seek to 
poison souls by flimsy and deceptive spiritual pronounce- 
ments. .. 

It isa painful duty to have to press this point with such 
insistence. But now that we are facing the consequences of 
the Leadbeater method on the mental character of the clair- 
voyant, our warnings in reference to still more serious harm 
will not appear exaggerated. ; 

We know that the higher regions of the invisible worlds 
are those in which “consciousness ” manifests itself princi- 
pally in the most intense awareness of moral beauty. 


Since this is so, the cultivation of the non-moral clairvoy- 
ance could only attain results in the lower regions of the 
astral world . . . the organ of clairvoyant sight, when deve- 
loped according to certain methods, wil] be blind to the moral 
outline of subtle worlds, and will thus be cut off from all their 
truly spiritual conient. The field of their experiences will be 
limited to the lower regions of the astral plane. 


And it is these lower visions, more frequently experienced 
because of their affinity to elements in the vehicles of the inves- 
#84107 not yet purified, that will be presented as the most sublime 
‘mages of the higher worlds. For such a clairvoyant is deprived. 


of the high morality which is the force leading ош “ bodies” 


by affinity towards truly spiritual Beings [e.g., the Masters 
in Their Mahatmic ‘ 


mic" bodies ".—A L. C]. Deprived of the. 
standard of comparison. that these provide, he will be the 
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victim of all the illusions of a world that is the veritable mother- 
land of illusions, for human errors ave but the faint reflection of 
these. Since the sense of responsibility, which is essentially 
moral in origin [H. P. Blavatsky says ; “ The sense of Respon- 
sibility is the beginning of Wisdom." A. L. C.] will equally 
fail him, he will have no scruple in sharing his illusions with ali, 
in making known his misleading experiences—the less since 
the forces, whose sporthe is, push him irresistibly to this. 
Are they not intruththe adversaries of the divine scheme 
of evolution, the servants and sowers of error and immorality 
the world over? 

In these clear and logical arguments M. Lévy 
expresses, even in a translation, so much better than 
T could have done, the dangers of the way leading 
tothe path of “ error " which Mrs. Besant is now treading, 
that I have quoted at greater length than I originally 
intended. Although written mine years ago, they are 
more than ever true to-day. M. Lévy then continues :— 

We have thus sketched in their broad hypothetical out- 
lines the incalculable reactions that the defect in. the Leadbeater 
method brings into the inner life, into the words and actions of 
those who yield their souls to him. 

In demonstrating the fatal effects of this method we 
have shown the real meaning of the faults and failings of all 
kinds as exhibited by Mrs. Besant, who is its most fervent 
adherent. The right interpretation of the known facts SER 
with the consequences, as 
о make it possible to some 
y—which 


to us so entirely in conformity 
implied in our hypothesis, as to make | 
extent to foresee these facts with scientific certaint 
Б precisely what has happened. -. — en 

We recall the '* Leadbeater Case,” which in d ee ү 
the Committee of Inquiry in London, above Г ES Es D 
А. L. C.] called forth within the Theosophic s » Я 
less than outside, unanimous moral censure. s p 
ftom the Theosophical Society in i ge с of Mrs. 
Mr. Leadbeater has since returned, at the invi 
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Besant. . . Have the principles and methods of Mr. Lead- 
‘beater changed since he has returned to his place amongst us ? 
He himself informs us on this point in a letter written after 
the “ affair," at the express desire of Mrs. Besant that he 
should “ define his position " at the time she started the 
well-known campaign in favour of his re-admission (Theoso- 
phist, February 1908.) 


“You ask me," says Mr. Leadbeater, "to write you a 
clear letter that you may show at need, expressing my real 
views on the advice I gave some time ago to certain young 
boys. I need hardly say that I keep my promise not to 
repeat the advice, for I defer to your opinion that it is danger- 
ous. І also recognise, as fully as yourself, that it would be 
if it were promiscuously given, but I have never thought of 
so giving it.” 

In this declaration Mr. Leadbeater first recognises the 
danger of his advice, then immediately retracts this confes- 
sion by reservations which imply its harmlessness in just 
those cases for which he is blamed. He has not, as we 8 
from this letter, then, changed his views ; but the important 
fact is that he only speaks of “ danger," and never of “im 
morality.” His moral standpoint remaans, then, unaliered— 
4s precisely the same as before ihe expost. 


And what is this point of view ? Mrs. Besant thus give 
it in a letter dated July, 1906 (Theosophic Voice, May, 1908)— 

" Mr. Leadbeater appeared before the Council of the 
British Section, representatives from the French and the 
American Sections being present and voting. Colonel Olcott 
in the chair. He denied none of the charges, but in answe р 
questions, very much strengthened them, for he alleged. : ' 
So that the advice . . . became advice pulling foul ideas ^ 
the. minds o] boys innocent of all sex impulses. . · It ү 
conceivable that the advice, as supposed to have been рі, 10. 
been given with рите intent, and the presumption was 50 E: { 
teacher of theosophical morality ; anything else seemed incredible 
But such advice as was given in fact, such- dealing with МУЎ 
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before sex passion had awakened, could only be given with pure 


intent i] the giver were, on this фоті, insane.” {Italics mine. 
The details omitted cannot be put in print.—A, L. С.] 

“Let me here place on record my opinion that such 
teaching as this, given to men, let alone to innocent boys, is 
worthy of the sternest reprobation. It distorts and perverts 
the sex impulse. . . degrades the ideas of marriage, father- 
hood and motherhood . . . befouls the imagination, pollutes 
the emotions, and undermines the health. Worst of all that 
it should be taught under the name of Divine Wisdom, being 
essentially ‘earthly’, ‘sensual’, ‘ devilish.’ ” 

Mrs. Besant’s last sentence contains the whole 
raison d'étre of this my Protest. She has expressed 
precisely the views I hold ; but in this fervid condemna- 
tion she herself must now be included, since she 
condones and thus supports this horror. M. Lévy 
&raphically portrays for us on what road it is that this 
once apparently sane and normal woman, with all her 
great gifts, is descending—a road that, as H. P. Blavatsky 
puts it in the concluding paragraph of Occultism versus 
the Occult Arts, “ can lead only to Dugpa-ship.’’ (see post 
P. 33.) He continues :— 

Mrs. Besant then deemed Mr. Leadbeater's morality so 
defective as to be accounted for only by mental derangement: 
Nevertheless, the promise contained in the letter just quoted 
and which expresses no shadow of moral repentance Tod 
Soever, nor anything approaching it, was Suficient, in : a 
Besant’s eyes, to justify her in bringing back into 
Theosophical Society a teacher she has Ju i 
опе ask a clearer proof of the anarchy produced 
occultism ? 

A recent suit, instituted 
Krishnamurti, re-claiming the 
forward again this question of 
of the exposé. In fact, the prese ; 
the accusation of immoral conduct testi 


y such 


by the parent of the young 
custody of his child, brings 
morality . . . reminding us 
nt case clearly formulates 
fied to by witnesses. 


dged thus. Could. 


4 
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. . In such a discussion, this attempt [by Mrs. Besant] to 
play upon the political interests of the judges is unexpected, 
amazing, —and, alas! significant. We see clearly that a 
mind that shows itself capable of throwing into the balance 

olitical:(and racial) appeals in a matter of conduct, is utterly 
blind to the question of human consideration [a Brahmin 
father re-claiming his young sons] that overshadows this 
whole case. 

Clear and unmistakable through all these actions shows the 
consistent distortion of the moral outlook, more serious since 
the esoteric ethics should be an extension, a purification, an 
exaltation of exoteric morality, and in no circumstances its 
decline, its degradation, its negation. And if we would 
realise to what extent this moral outiook can be warped under 
„certain influences, we need but to hear Mrs. Besant say ol 
Mr. Leadbeater ;-* By hard, patient work he has won rewards 

. until he stands perhaps the most trusted of his Master's 
.disciples on the threshold of Divinity." (Theosophist, 
November, тдтт, р. 308.) 

This conception oi the “ Divinity " that should be the 
the final expression ot morality has no need of comment othe! 
than that same “deification ” by his colleague—who five 
years earlier regarded his teaching as so utterly immoral as 10 
suggest mental derangement as the only explanation бсо 
Perhaps we shall understand these things a little better i 
we remember that this occultist, И he contradicts the Buddha, 
“on the other hand almost deifies Mrs. Besant. Possibly 
ц into consideration this exchange of admiration, the 
-meaning of the “ deifications ” will become sufficiently cleat- 











H. P. Blavatsky on true Occultism. 


DEFORE giving some fine passages from M. Lévy's 
concluding chapters І will quote from Н. Р. 
Blavatsky’s Practical Occultism : Occultism versus the 

Occult Aris, mentioned a few pages back. In its original 

form it is a booklet containing a reprint of two/articles 

which she wrote for Lucifer in 1888, Shortly before she 
founded the Esoteric Section. These extracts will show 
the “true” teaching in this matter of Occultism, as 
contrasted with the “ false,” or Mrs. Besant's and Mr. 

Leadbeater’s. Н. Р. В. begins by declaring that : ** There 

are not in the West half-a-dozen among the fervent 

hundreds who call themselves ‘ Occultists" who have 
€ven an approximately correct idea of the nature of the 

Science they seek to master. With a few exceptions, 

they are all on the highway to sorcery. . . . Let them 

first learn the true relation in which the Occult Sciences 

Stand to Occultism. . . [It] differs from Magic and 

other secret sciences as the glorious sun does froma 

Tush-light, as the immutable and immortal Spirit of 

Man—the reflection of the absolute, causeless and 

unknowable ALL—difiers from the mortal clay—the 

human body. . . [The word] OCCULTISM is certainly 

Misleading, translated as it stands from the compound 

Word Gupta-Vidya ( Secret. Knowledge.) Put the know- 

ledge of what? Some of the Sanskrit ferms may 

hel ? Е 

E are four (out of the many other) names of 

the various kinds of Esoteric Knowledge © Sciences 

given, even in the exoteric Puranas. There 15 (1) Yajna- 
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Vidya, knowledge of the occult powers awakened in 
Nature by the performance of certain religious ceremonies. 
and rites. (2) Mahavidya, the ‘great knowledge,’ the 
magic of the Kabalists and of the Tantrika worship, 
often Sorcery of the worst description. (3) Guhya- 
Vidya, knowledge of the mystic powers residing in Sound 
(Ether), hence in the Mantras (chanted prayers or incanta- 
tions), and depending on the rhythm and melody used ; 
in other words, a magical performance based on know- 
ledge of the Forces of Nature and their correlation ; 
and (4) Atma-Vidya, a term which is translated simply 
* Knowledge of the Soul,’ true Wisdom by the Orientalists, 
but which means far more. 

“ This last is the only kind of Occultism that any 
Theosophist who admires‘ Light on the Path,’ and who: 
would be wise and unselfish, ought to strive after. All 
the rest is some branch of the ‘Occult Sciences,’ t.2., 
arts based on the knowledge of the ultimate essence 
of all things in the kingdoms of Nature—such as minerals, 
plants and animals—hence of things pertaining to the 
realm of material nature, however invisible that essence 
may be, and howsoever much it has hitherto eluded the 
grasp of Science... Siddhis (or the Arhat powers) 
are only for those who are able to ‘lead the life,’ and to 
comply with the terrible sacrifices required for such 
a training, and to comply with them іо the very letter. 
Let them know at onceand remember always, that true 
Occultism or Theosophy is the ‘ Great Renunciation of 
SELF,’ unconditionally and absolutely, in thought 45 in 
action. It is ALTRUISM, and it throws him who 
ра it out of the ranks of the living altogether- 

Not for himself, but for the world he lives,’ as soon as Рё 
has pledged himself to the work. Much is forgive? 
during the first years of probation. But, no sooner is 
he “accepted” than his personality must disappear, and 





[ 33 1 


he has to become a mere beneficent force in Nature. There 
are two poles for him after that, two paths, and no 
midway place of rest. He has either to ascend laboriously 
step by step, often through numerous incarnations and 
no Devachanic break, the golden ladder leading to 
Mahatmaship (the Arhat or Bodhisattva condition), 
or—he will let himself slide down the ladder at the first 
false step, and roll down into Dugpa-ship . . 1. 

“All this is either unknown or left out of sight 
altogether. Indeed, one who is able to follow the silent 
evolution of the preliminary aspirations of the candidates 
often find strange ideas quietly taking possession of their 
minds. There are those whose reasoning powers have 
been so distorted by foreign influences that they imagine 
that animal passions can be so sublimated and elevated 
that their fury, force and fire can, so to speak, be turned 
inwards. . . «ntil their collective and unexpanded strength 
enables their possessor to enter the true Sanctuary of the 
Soul, and stand therein in the presence of the Master— 
the HIGHER SELF ... Oh, poor blind visionaries!... 
Strange aberration of the human mind. Can it be so ? 
Let us argue. Д 

«The ‘Master’ in the Sanctuary of our souls is 


‘the Higher Self '—the divine spirit whose consciousness 

B m su 
Lit, “Red Caps" a sect. in Tibet. 
the fourteenth century, the 





!Dugpas. (Tibetan). | 
Before the advent of Tsong-ka-pa in 
Tibetans, whose Buddhism had deteriorated and been ey 
adulterated with the tenets of the old Bhon religions Were ee 
From that century, however, and after the дш А, а aen 

: ] reform an 
the Gelukbas (Yellow Caps) and the genera" тег 1 
of miata ү Lamaism), the Dugpas have given themselves over 


More than ever to sorcery, immorality, and P ET S E din 
the word Dugpa has become а Synonym of “ sorcere ARA 
black magic” and everything vile. There are few, it any, DEN 
in Eastern Tibet, but they congregate in puc d 
borderlands generally.—The i Theosophical у, A 


Blavatsky. : $ 


is based upon and derived solely (at any rate during the 
mortal life of the man in whom it is captive) from the 
mind, which we have agreed to call the Human Soul (the 
* Spiritual Soul ’ being the vehicle of the Spirit.) Inits 
turn the former {the personal or human soul) is a 
compound, in its highest form of spiritual aspirations, 
volitions and divine love ; and in its lower aspect, of 
animal desires and terrestrial passions imparted to it 
by its association with its vehicle, the seat of all these. .. 
the inner animal. [It] is the instinctual ' animai soul,’ 
and is the hotbed of those passions which . . . are 
lulled instead of being killed, . . . And where, on what 
neutral ground, can they be imprisoned so as not to 
affect man ? | | і 

“ The fierce passions of love and lust are still alive, 
and they are allowed to still remain in the place of their 
bitth—that same animal soul. . . Tt is thus the mind 
alone—the sole link and medium between the man of 
earth and the Higher Self—that is the only sufferer, 
and which is in incessant danger of being dragged down by 
those passions, that may be re-awakened at any moment 
and perish in the abyss of matter. . . How can harmony 
prevail and conquer, when the soul is stained and distract- 
ed with the turmoil of passions and 'thé terrestrial: 
desires of the bodily senses, or even of the ‘ Astral man”? 

“For this ‘Astral ’—the shadowy ‘double’ (in 
the animal as in man) is not the companion of the 1011 
Ego but of the earthly body. It is the link between the 
personal self, the lower consciousness of Manas, and the 
Body, and is the vehicle of transitory, not. of immortal 
life ... It is only when the power of the passions 
is dead altogether, and when they have been crushed and 
annihilated in the retort of an unflinching will ; when not 
only all the lusts and longings of the flesh are dead, 
but also the recognition of the personal Self is killed out 
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and the ‘ Astral’ has been reduced in consequence to 
a cipher, that the Union with the ‘ Higher Self’ can 
take place. Then when the * Astral’ reflects only the 
conquered man, the still living but no more the longing, 
selfish personality, then the brilliant Augeides, the 
divine SELF, can vibrate in conscious harmony with 
both the poles of the human Entity—the man of 
matter purified, and the ever pure Spiritual Soul—and 
stand in, the presence of: the MASTER SELF, the 
Christos of the mystic Gnostic, blended, merged into, 
and one with IT for ever.! 

“ How, then, can it be thought possible for a man to 
enter the ‘strait gate’ of occultism when his daily and 
hourly thoughts are bound up with worldly things, 
desires of possession and power, with lust, ambition, 
and duties which, however honourable, are still of the 
earth, earthy? Even the love for wife and family—the 
purest as the most unselfish. of human affections—is a 
barrier to veal occultism. . . While the heart is full of 
thoughts for alittle group of selves, near and dear to us, 
how shall the rest of mankind fare in our souls ? What 
percentage of love and care will there remain to bestow 
on the ‘ great orphan ’ [Humanity] ? And how shall е 
‘still small voice’ make itself heard in a soul entirely 
occupied with its own privileged tenants? . ... a 
he who would profit by the wisdom.of the univers 
mind, has to reach it through the whole Dy Humanity, 
Without distinction of race,. complexion, religion, 
Or social status. It is altruism, not ego-ism even in 
i tion, that can lead the 
its most legal and noble Cone De еле 
unit to merge its little Self in аар: dede 
Еа а ае 

DTE Ep 
man is nevertheless one, and E cl intellectual or psychic, and 


ате мам in his three aspects on the аз 
Spiritual planes, or states. 
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isto these needsand to this work that the true disciple 
of true Occultism has to devote himself if he would 
obtain fheo-sophy, divine Wisdom and Knowledge. 
“The aspirant has to choose absolutely between the 
life of the world and the life of Occultism. ... It would 
be a ceaseless, a maddening struggle for almost any 
married man, who would pursue rue practical Occultism, 
instead of its theoretical philosophy. For he would 
find himself éver hesitating. between the voice of the 
. impersonal divine love of Humanity, and that of the 
personal, terrestrial love... Worse than this. For, 
whoever indulges, after having pledged himself to OCCUL- 
TISM, in the gratification of a terrestrial love or lust, 
must feel an almost immediate result—that of being 
irresistibly dragged from the impersonal divine state 
down to the lower plane of matter. Sensual, or even 
mental, self-gratification involves the immediate loss 
of the powers of spiritual discernment ; the voice of the 
MASTER can no longer be distinguished from that of 
one's passions, or even that of a Dugpa ; the right from 
wrong ; sound morality from mere casuistry. The Dead 
Sea fruit assumes the most glorious mystic appearance... 
although it is the intention that decides primarily whether 
white or black magic is exercised, yet the results even of 
involuntary sorcery cannot fail to be productive of bad 
Karma. . . Sorcery is any hind of evil influence exercised 
upon other persons, who suffer, or make other persons to 
suffer, in consequence . . . such causes produced have to 
call forth effects, and these are evidenced in the just laws 
of Retribution. 
ae ae aed Pe avoided ише оцу 
$ ng into practices neither the nature 
nor importance of which they understand. . . We are 
кл auc 9 а oun 
in the West than it is in the East ; 
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hence the easy preys made by the Powers of the Age of 
Darkness in this cyclic struggle, and the many delusions 
under which the world is now labouring.” (Italics mine 
—A. L. C) 


Applying this high and absolutely uncompromising 
moral standard, these grand and stern words, to the two 
pseudo-occultists under discussion, it is not difficult— 
even in the light of the little I have already given—to see 
that they themselves, and their actions, bear no sort of 

. velation to real “ Occultism ” as here briefly outlined by 
H. P. Blavatsky. Their teaching concerning sex is 
indeed its antithesis, which inevitably leads to Dugpa-ship, 
as Н. Р. В. definitely states. The issue is clear, and 
cannot be evaded or explained away. 

It is true that Mrs. Besant started well, even splendid- 
ly, in H. P. B.’s lifetime, and just after her death wrote 
a series of simple explanatory manuals which were of 
great value to beginners and enquirers. But only two 
years later she began, under Brahmin! inspiration, to 
make serious alterations in H. P. B.'s own works, and 
even to throw doubt on her occult knowledge (¢.g., Mrs. 
Besant’s Preface to the so-called Vol. III of The Secret 
Doctrine) Unfortunately larger and more ambitious 
works which followed were vitiated by the same influences, 

апі I well remember marking many passages 1 The 

Ancient Wisdom which were not in accordance with ^ P. 

B.’s teachings. But the radical departure from them 


Meng CTS = а. 


in" i i ction, 

1 In making use of the wor K Brahmin f a br a 

I mean only to indicate that “ sacerdotal spiri: B Uem 

taste which has always resisted (and quite ee PE а 

poini of view) any revealing of сосы а ners 

and especially to the West. The particular ы сш ee 

Besant followed at that period (see post Р. 8. у 
her to adopt a line of action which disrupted M Е 
H. P. B., and diverted attention from her works, 
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| began when Mrs. Besant definitely threw in her lot with 
C. W. Leadbeater, the sex pervert, and thereby alienated 
and caused such déep sorrow to her former friends and 


supporters. 





Mrs. Besant’s responsibility and the Madras 
Law-suits. 


Lévy’s concluding chapter, from which I will 

* now quote, is obviously written from the heart. He 

says that itis his “imperative duty " to resign his 
membership in Mrs. Besant’s Society, referring to the 
pain caused to her old friends by the opinion expressed 
by the police court magistrate in the defamation cases... 
for he considered that the facts before him, and the 
documentary evidence, supported the view that Mrs. 
Besant had known of and even countenanced the practices 
of Mr. Leadbeater. . . .- 

"In restoring to Mr. Leadbeater his influence over 
herself and over the destinies of the Theosophical Society 
[she] has proved her failure in moralvigilance and her lack 
of intellectual discrimination as regards methods to which 
she thus falls the first victim. And the sorry contradictions 
that this brings into her spiritual message, the utter disregard 
of truth resulting from this, impel her to words and actions 
that now involve an incalculable number of victims, misled 
by their devoted trust in her. Нег responsibility is in truth 
a very terrible one... I have come to regard the actions 
of Mrs. Besant—and of Mr. Leadbeater equally, of course— 
as the leaven of destruction, of disintegration in the Theosophical 
Society. : bio 
We cannot rid ourselves of a growing disquiet in seeing 
Mrs. Besant, in her monthly articles in the Theosophist, 
entitled “On the Watch-Tower,” so tirelessly expressing 
anifest satisfaction in every smallest material 


such great and m 
2 ; nt and enrichment of the Adyar Head- 


increase, improveme: 
quarters. B 
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"Mr. Leadbeater shares in this joy. Speaking of Mrs. 
Besant in the Adyar Allum, p. 7, he praises at great length 
the material improvements of the Headquarters :—" In her 
reign have been added to the estate no less than six valuable 
pieces ot property." Thus temporal power would clearly 

seem to be the main concern of Adyar. And we involuntarily 
turn to the words of Christ, who so well described the spiritual 
splendours :—‘‘ My kingdom is not of this world." Not thus 
does Mrs. Besant understand spirituality since she “reigns ” 
as a prince of this world, over a kingdom that grows by her 
conquests. . . A like concern follows Mr. Leadbeater even 
into his occult investigations into the twenty-cighth century, 
in which he sees “© а kind of gorgeous palace with an enormous 
dome, the central part of which must be an imitation of the 
Taj Mahal at Agra, but on a much larger scale. In this 
great building they mark as memorials certain spots by 
pillars and inscriptions, such as . . . here such and such a 
book was written . . . they even have statues of some of us 
[sic 11] . . —Man ; Whence, How, and Whither. 


^ Truly may one here repeat the somewhat banal phrase 
К Comment is needless "; indeed one might ‘add: 
impossible," in the face of such an amazing manifesta- 
ton of megalomania. But this is not the most serious 
disease from which С. W. Leadbeater and his colleagué 
are suffering. As M. Lévy has already shown, there is 
ae worse behind of which this megalomania is only 
E e d S an " Addendum " given at the end 
of his NS oe Says that since the publication 
case he Жайын ae pn pronounced оппо 

See p.29), the judge ruling that the 


children should be removed from the care of Mrs. Besant 


and given back іо th . : 
s Gr z Шил; 
then continues :— — ' ather within a fixed time." . He 


пег, legal ‘Proceedings have confirmed, with yet 


more precision, the infamous immorality of which Mr. Lea-. 
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beater stands accused. (see report in The Hindu, Madras, 
May 9th, 1913.) A Madras medical review called The Anti- 
septic had pubished an article in which apprehension of the 
establishment of a ‘Temple of Onanism ” [“ unnatural sin.” 
See Dr. Hartmann's Paracelsus, p. go] at Adyar was expressed. 
The Hindu newspaper reprinted the scandal. Mrs. Besant 
took procecdings aga nst the author of the article and the 
publisher of The Antiseptic ; and the Treasurer of the 
Theosophical Society was moved at the ;same time to action 
against The Hindu. All three cases were dismissed. The 
gravity of the position is evident. Mr. Leadbeater’s methods 
have been proved by his own admissions as well as by docu- 
ments before the Court іо be subversive of morality. . . 


These facts [I omit the worst details that M. Lévy feels 
obliged to quote] condemn Mr. Leadbeater without possibility 
of appeal; they reveal to us, with regard to Mrs. Besant, 
a truly degrading complaisance, by reason of her desire to 
hide a crime as patent as it is abominable . . . the members 
ot the Theosophical Society are not only kept in complete 
ignorance regarding these facts, but the administration of 
Adyar, through its extensive propaganda, has a great influence 
over new members in all conditions, while concealing and 
perverting the truth. . . The existence of persons like Mr. 
Leadbeater, who admit and practise the worst perversities, 
is a sad reminder of the darker side of human mature; yet 
the attitude of simply ignoring that such things exist 
seems indefensible when these persons pretend to the highest 
morality and represent themselves as guides towards spiritual 
development . . . claiming to stand “оп the threshold of 
divinity.” . . Тһе danger that such persons may continue 
to extend their empire over the souls of others is an increasing 


опе... 
In view of these "facts" M. Lévy's restraint of 
language is remarkable, his condemmation hardly suffi- 
ciently scathing. His concluding words, however, explain 
much; he has evidently greatly admired Mrs. Besant 
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in earlier years, and the last paragraph of his book 
eloquently attests his personal grief :—“ The feeling 
which here arrests my pen, and prevents me from saying 
more on the matter, will be understood by those who 
have followed me so far, and they may hear across my 
silence the voice of their own sorrow." I deeply respect 
M. Lévy’s feelings; but for me—who have never had 
any illusions regarding Mrs. Besant from the time of the 
disruption of the Society in 1894-5—the matter assumes 
a more sinister aspect. His pages have rendered me 
most invaluable help in putting before the general public 
matter not personally known to my own experience. 
Ileft Colonel Olcott's Society in 1895, M. Lévy left Mrs. 
Besant's in 1913; and when we remember that this was 
its condition nine years ago, my previous remarks 
(see p. 14) may be better appreciated now that more 
evidence has been adduced 











The Central Hindu College. An Indian 


Criticism. 


P a pamphlet published at Benares about the same date 
(1913) by Pandit Bhagavan Das, “ a former General 

Secretary of the Indian Section T. S." we possess still 
further evidence of Mrs. Besant's extraordinary aberra- 
tions under C. W. Leadbeater’s guidance and control. 
Mr. Das's pamphlet is addressed to the editor of the 
London Christian Commonwealth, and is entitled “ The 
Central Hindu College and Mrs. Besant.” It is a reply 
to some "remarks" by her on this College, which 
appeared in that paper in June, 1913. Mr. Das writes :— 

[Mrs. Besant's] remarks on the Central Hindu College 
[Benares] in your paper are illustrations of this sad change 
in her. This Institution, for which she has done more than 
anyone: else perhaps, she now openly and obviously tries to 
injure most deeply in the minds of the public by wild sugges- 
tions that it and the Hindu University, into which it is 
proposed to be expanded, are mixed up with political sedi- 
tionists and extremists . . . that such an educational move- 
ment is in any way mixed up with seditionism and extremism 
is an idea . . . fatuously ludicrous. - - The reckless, mco- 
herent self-contradictory, incorrect and misleading state- 
Tene vt Mrs. Besant has been freely making latterly in 
the public press, have only injured her буп reputation. = 
The C.-H. C. was founded in July, 1898, in order to do for 
the numerous sects and stib-divisions of Hinduism what the 
T. S. was endeavouring to do for all views and religions. - . 
The College grew and prospered year by year, under the 
Presidentship of Mrs. Besant, and won ihe confidence ne 
of- Hindus of almost. all shades of opinion. . . But wit 
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the transfer of Mrs. Besant from Benares to Adyar in 1907, 


as President of the T.S., elected under very peculiar circum- 


stances [as I learnt recently from a very old member pene 
in Adyar when Colonel Olcott was on his deathbed. Ttalics 
mine.—A. L. C.] foreshadowing the coming policies, a change 
began to come over the spirit of all her work and surroundings. 
Despite the suggestions, advice, entreaties, expostulations, 
and warnings of her old colleagues and counsellors who had 
made her work in India possible |Italics mine.—A. І. C.j, 
she developed more and more and beyond all. due bounds, 
the germ of person-worship so long held in restraint. Entirely 
proofless claims to superphysical powers and experiences, to 
being an Initiate,an Arhat,a Mukta and what not; claims 
to read Mars and Mercury and the whole Solar System, past, 
present and future (but with careful avoidance of even the 
most easy test, such as reading a given page of a closed book) 
claims to be the authorised agent of "the Great White 
Brotherhood which guides Evolution on earth " and to be 
in communication with the Supreme Director of the world 
and with “the World-Teacher," etc., in short, all the 
elements of sensationalism and emotionalism—which were 
subdominant and private (confined mostly to the “inner” 
БОС, Т. organisation within the T. 5.) now began to be 
predominant and public. .. In the spring of 19009; а 
~ brother Initiate” of Mrs. Besant’s “ discovered " the boy, 
now nicknamed Alcyone, as the future vehicle of the Coming 
Christ . . . “‘neo-theosophy” was started more оу less definitely 
[Italics mine.—A. L. Са T ie 
In January rgrr was started publicly by the then 
Principal of the C. H. C., as the chief member of the “ Group ’ 
an “Order” called The Order of the Rising Sun, with the 
idea of “preparing for a coming World-Teacher ”’ as‘ its 
Publicly avowed central idea, ànd the creed that the boy 
J. К. (Alcyone) would be the "vehicle ^ of the * Coming 
Christ—Maitreya-Bodhisattya,” etc., as its privately under- 
stood creed, to Spread which amongst the students was the 
duty of the inner < pledged group.” ia [See anie- p. 21- 


j 
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In short, Mrs. Besant cleverly utilised an already 
existing organisation, founded for quite other objects 
and aims, to spread this crazy and pernicious “ neo- 
theosophy," under cover of secrecy, pledges, etc., which 
she and С. W. Leadbeater—the real inspirer—well 
knew to be almost irresistible baits for sensitive and 
imaginative youths at a highly impressionable age. 

In April, I911, on ‘remonstrance by the older members 
of the Managing Committee, Mrs. Besant arranged that the 
Order of the -Rising Sun should be disbanded. But this was 
mere show. When the disbandment was announced to the 
managers, it had already been arranged to replace the 
О. R. S. on a larger scale by The Order. of the Siar in the East 
with the Principal, Head Master, and varicus Professors of 
the C. H. C. as the Private and other secretaries, of the boy 
J. K. as Head of the Order, and Mrs. Besant as Protectress 
of the whole. . . 

In the summer of 911, side by side with this public _ 
activity, there was started by Mrs. Besant within the BISHI 

. . A WRITIEN PLEDGE OF ABSOLUTE OBEDIENCE TO HERSELF. 
This fact, “ private and confidential” at the time, is now 
public property since the Madras law suits. . . 

In August, r9rr, the Trustees of the C. H. C., to allay 
the apprehension inthe public mindthat the C. H. C. was 
being diverted from its constitutional broad and liberal 
Hinduism into a bizarre and unhealthy personal-cult and 
bigoted Second-Adventism, passed formal resolutions to the 
effect that the Institution had nothing to do with any such 
Orders as those of the Rising Sun or the Star in the East. 

On December 24th, 1911, resolutions were passed by 

i C. should become part 
the Trustees, agreeing that the C. H. с 
of the Hindu University. .. The neo-theosophic КО 
gandism within (as without) the С. H. C. or dé. 
in a score of evasive and elusive forms. Inner а 
апа “ Esoteric Section Groups " of persons {шау ei 
to obedience to Mrs. Besant, ' Leagues of Service осаго 
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kinds, * Orders of S. E." and “S. ащы Soo л Co- 
Masonry, Lodges,” “ Temple of the R. C., and beer c 
badges, bands, “ regalia," “ jewels, "and ec pils and » blues 
and “ yellow ” scarves ; “ magnetized ribbons," and stars , 
in pin, brooch, and button forms, etc. [for all the world like 
the Kindergarten games for developing infant intelligences fees 
A. L. C.] multiplied and replaced one another in interest 
like mushrooms in the rain time, a very fever of restless 
‘sound and movement hiding lack of substance and of wise 
purpose. Fuss of the most absurd and mischievous kind 
"became rampant. Lectures, meetings, night classes, outside 
the college rooms and buildings, took place perpetually in 
the neighbouring T. S. premises and private residences, for 
expounding the doctrines of neo-theosophy and especially the 
book called At the Feet of the Master alleged to have been 
written down by Alcyone (J.. Krishnamurti), as the embryonic 
scriptures and revelation of “ the Embryo of a New Religion, 

as Mrs. Besant declares ће О. S. E. to be. Resident students 
were advised, and a number of them began to keep photos 
of Alcyone, as the “ vehicle" of the “ Coming Christ" and 
himself an “Initiate of the Great White Brotherhood” (and 
Mrs. Besant and one or two other living persons) "on the 
threshold of divinity,” and to worship them with flowers, 
incense, etc. Old and young believers prostrating and genu- 


fecting, literally, at the feet of the living original when ' 


‘within reach. . . The then Principal of the College (who had 
founded the O. R. S.) proclaimed in his lectures in the 
neighbouring T. S. Hall, and elsewhere, that he was a “High 
Disciple of the Master” ; and that the C. H. C. was “ founded 
io prepare for the Advent of the World-Teacher." . . 

[Mrs. Besant] has publicly stated [that] all of the members 
of the General Council of the T. S. now belong, with: one ot 
two exceptions perhaps, to the “ Esoteric Section,” prime 


condition of membership of which is, THE FORMAL WRITTEN 
PLEDGE OF ABSOLUTE OBEDIENCE 


; то Mrs. BESANT ; and’ 50 
while the loud profession is freedom 


UE dom of thought “ for all” 
the practice is sedulously “for herself,” and‘ her pledged 
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votaries only; while the theory is that the О. S, E. “must 
not be identified with the T. S.,” the. practice is that the 
T. S. must be merged inthe О. S. E. 

Let us turn to the C. H. C. to bring the narrative up to 
date. In March and April rgr3 there came into the hands 
of another Manager and Trustee, a printed “ letter," covering 
some three foolscap pages, bearing the signature of the 
gentleman who was then Principal of the С. Н. C., the date 
October 25th, 1912, and the imprint of Mrs. Besant’s Vasanta 
Press, Adyar, Madras, and not bearing any word like “ private ” 
or "personal," or ' confidential.” In this “letter” amaz- 
ingly extravagant and fantastic statements are made as 
regards Mrs. Besant; she is hailed repeatedly as one who is 
“to become one of the greatest Rulers of the World of Gods and 
men" [This is sheer insanity.—A. І. C.]; mention is made 
of the "recognition of the God without us, which made us 
members of this Group from which we draw our life to-day ” ; 
it is said “that her light to ours was and is as the rays of 
the sun at noon-time to the rays of a lamp at night, and we 
did not desire to examine the Sun tosee under what condi- 
tons it might possibly ray forth a more dazzling brilliance. " 
The members of the Group are reminded that “we pledged 
ourselves in our hearts that we should strive to become 
her true and loyal servatis . - ^ ete. 

'Thus complete was the hypnosis and surrender of reason 
which was sought to be effected amongst the votaries. It 
was a case of emotionalism run amuck. . ." d 

It is, unfortunately, “ a case ” of something infinitely 
more mischievous; Ofaevil < magic ands соу 
(cf. H. P. B.s definition, ante р. 36.) Whether Mrs. 
Besant knows it or not, Mr. Leadbeater undoubtedly 
must be well aware that life and strength can be ый 
on inner planes of being, from the blind devon E а 
Solid body of fanatical votaries. M Pas 
Certain school—I need hardly specify - whic ES s 
Prolong their lives through the magnetic and Vie" 
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emanations of their nearest and most devoted followers. 
In a word, it is Vampirism, pure and simple, on the 
psychic plane. (I found that Mrs. Tingley well understood 
this form ^ of Sorcery.) This, if true їп Mrs. 
Besant’s case is probably unconscious; but in Mr. 
Leadbeater's it is done consciously and with knowledge. 
That the secret acts and teachings of this man are far 
worse than most people have ever suspected is confirmed 
in a “ Letter in reply to Mrs. Besant ” by “ Dreamer” 
which appeared in The Theosophic Voice (Chicago), 
November, 1908, under the title “ India Speaks.” This 
scholarly Hindu Theosophist writes :— 

If we are to believe the stenographic report of the 
Inquiry in 1906, then instead of holding that Mr. Leadbeater 
denied the charges, we must come to the conclusion that not 
only did he teach the solitary vice, but further he did things 
which would have brought him within the pale of the criminal 
laws for the foulest and most indecent offence which brute 
man may commit. This is our latter day saint who must 
be re-admitted, nay, invited back, into the Theosophical 
Society. 

Note that this was written fourteen years ago! 
The subject is a revolting one, butin the interests of that 
public whom these people are still misleading and deceiv- 
ing, and who have no idea of the extreme gravity of 
the menace, it is necessary to be explicit. 

To return to the “ Letter " mentioned by Mr. Das ; 
he continues :— 
the des De pe unto ш hands s сору i 
iL had: been SAN Ron regnante 
students, informed thi А ғ. алада then Car, 
the letter with the E eS ы т and sent 
mE E A A on the same for publication 
worship-creeds ot Mr uie noy Sis oriita ша) Gae gasae 

з. Besant's “‘neo-theosophy.” were being 
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sown and grown within the C. H. C. despite the resolutions 
of the Trustees. : 

On publication of the rhapsody, a great outcry in the 
name of “injured innocence” was raised. . . ‘As to the 
“ dishonourableness " of the publication, competent judges óf 
such matters have pronounced that it was dishonourable 
only if it be dishonourable to expose what cannot be called 
other than gross treason to the Constitution and ideals of 
the C. Н. C., and to bring to light, and the bar of public 
opinion, underhand or half-concealed or openly defiant efforts 
to convert students to a grotesque person-worship and 
demoralizing and  soul-stunting blind obedience to Mrs. 
Besant. . . The asking for, and the receiving of the pledges 
of obedience to herself, etc., is an act of over-weening pre- 
sumption against the God in every man... Ever since she 
encouraged and started them, her mind has worked less 
and less correctly and confusion has fallen ever worse and 
worse upon her work, losing to the T. S. many thousands 
of old members, alienating fromher all her old co-workers 
and co-founders of the C. H. C. and destroying the confidence 
in her of the Indian public. 

Towards the end of his most illuminating pamphlet 
Mr. Das has occasion‘ to speak of Mrs. Besant’s “ wildly 
reckless statements,” some of which he quotes. They 
relate to the С. H. C. and he stigmatises them as “ all 
simply and utterly итте.” “Her mind,” he says a 
little further on, is working “incoherently.” Finally, he 
writes :— í 

Let us conclude ; when a person like Mrs. Besant, with 
a biography full of remarkable changes, full of fine work 
as well as bad blunders, having established herself, in her 
own beliet, and that of her pledged band, as the presar 
chief Spiritual Teacher and Saviour of Маша аѕ Е 
God within us” now, and as the future “greatest Ruler о 
the World of Gods and men,” suddenly adds on the role of 


Dolitical saviour of India in particular, and pre-determined 
4 
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martyr іп constant danger of assassination [strangely enough, 
this was also one of Mrs. Tingley’s obsessions] by anarchist 
miscreants . . . and proclaims that those who differ from 
her are in league with those miscreants—when this happens,. 
what explanation can be offered to their own minds by her 
old friends. . .? 

The only sad explanation that they can postulate is. 
that she is suffering from mental delusions. 

Alas! this lenient and charitable judgment by no 
means covers the ground as a complete explanation of 
Mrs. Besant’s mischievous and almost irresponsible 
activities. Mr. Das fails to see as clearly as MM. Lévy 
and Schuré the sinister influence behind all these manifes- 
tations ; the source and inspiration of all this evil. 











Mrs. Besant’s latest Assertions and. claims 
examined. 


Е now come to the examination of two articles 

‘in the Theosophist for . March, .1922, in which the 

President of the Т. 5. makes some attempt to deal 
with recent criticism. One is a Supplement; or Manifesto, 
addressed “ To all Members of the Theosophical Society, ” 
and couched in Mrs. Besant's present stvle—flamboyant, 
a trifle bombastic, often Biblical in phraseology, and 
running throughout it, her usual fervid and disingenuous 
appeal to sentimental emotionalism, instead of the 
instinctive sense of justice latent in all beings. This 
latter, a feature of her best days, she has entirely 
abandoned ; it no longer serves her ends. What those 
“ends” are one almost hesitates to formulate, 
so impious and almost insane do they appear. Even 
taking into consideration the tangled mass of evasions, 
misstatements and hypocritical equivocations presented 
in this manifesto, these “ ends " emerge with sufficient 
clearness. But, in the first place, and before going 
further, one must ask on what basis this amazing claim 
to almost’ deific powers and knowledge rests. Let me 
here call M. Lévy into the witness box once more ; for 
he also had put the same question to himself nine years 
ago, and will provide the answer. It occurs in hie 
chapter on “ Mrs. Besant’s ‘ Return of the Christ; 
where he is ‘dealing with her position and actions in regard 
to Dr. Steiner, the German occultist and Christian 
Theosophist—with whose ideas, I should add, I am not 
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in personal agreement. My teacher is H. P. Blavatsky 
and she alone: I follow no lesser light. M. Lévy 
says :— 

Our reason ores us to confess that all goes to suggest 
that Mrs. Besant, having herself ceased to believe m the 
identity iof hei Jesus with the-Christ {of the Gospels—A Г.С.) 
would still continue to make.others.believe it. . . Her pride 

. her dominating mind, have driven her on this crusade 
of extermination of Dr. Steiner's teachings ; it has induced 
her:tó collect, without the least regard ‘for. truth, justice; o 
theosophic principles, no maller what weapons if they do but 
serve.against her opponent; calumny, abuse of power, ms- 
statement of : facts, all combined in a subtle strategy. 

‘Italics аге: mine; for we find. Mrs. .Besant using 
precisely -the same methods to-day, only in a form 
fortunately ‘neither. so “subtle.” nor so Jesuitically 
plausible. Her powers are failing, as the manifesto 
under consideration clearly proves. M. Lévy proceeds :— 

And when she falls. victim of some error in the course 
of her occult investigations—of which in theory she.is always 
proclaiming the fallibility—it is again her pride that -bars. 
the way to admission, and makes her the slave of the most 
pitiful machinations ... which .. . will shatter . to frag- 
ments in all directions the confidence she had formerly 
inspired. For if she is not consciously defending her mistake, 
then what kind of a break-up of all her faculties are we 
VOD P оос The more deeply we study this [i.e., the 

* neo- Пелу “already described by M. Lévy ‘and Pandit 
Bhagavan Das—A. L. Cj, the more terrible" appear the 
responsibilities of Adyar in this deplorable scheme ; for we 
would stil seek the origin of such fearless ' confidence [in 
Mrs. Besant's followers —A. L. €] refusing, las it ‘does, to 
be shaken’ by the eloquent appeal of the facts here set forth, 
and of which some, if not all, have been within the reach 
afid' open to examination of those members who profess such 
an ‘enthusiastic ‘cétifidence in Mrs, Besant. The result of 
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е 
‚ our search is a yet further culpability, as overwhelming as 
it is unexpected. Ў 
Гог this confidence is not in the case of all the victims 
the: result of the free use of their own inner faculties. It is 
in the case of the greater number, due to the influence of a 
strong suggestion deliberately organised and cleverly carried out 
by the authors of this mystification themselves ; by Mr. Leadbeater 
who wrote, and by Mos. Besantsoho published, the following 
lines in the Adyar“ Album, p. 45: “ What can I. say to you 
of your President.that you. do nót know already? Her 
colossal fsic] intellect, her unfailing wisdom, her unrivalled 
eloquence, her -splendid forgetfulness of self, her untiring 
devotion to work for others—all these are familiar to you. 
Yet these qualities, these powers, are but a small part of 
her greatness; they are on the surface, they may be seen 
by all, they leap to the eyes. But there. are other qualities, 
other powers, of which you cannot know, because they 
pertain to the secrets of Initiation. . She.is a pupil of our 
‘Masters ; from the fount of. Their archaic. wisdom she derives 
[ег озуп, the plans which she is: carrying out are Their plans 
for the welfare of the world. Think, therefore, how great an 
honour it is for you that you should be permitted to work 
under: her; for in doing so you are virtually working under 
Them. Think how watchful you should be to miss no hint 
which falls from her lips, to carry, out exactly whatever 
instructions she may give: you. Remember that "because of 
her position as an Initiate she knows far, more than: you do; 
and precisely because her knowledge 15 occult, given inde, 
the seal of Initiation, she cannot share it with ye ‘Therefore 
her actions müst certainly be governed by consideration of 
which you have no conception. There ‘will be times vino 
you canoe ‘understand her motives, for she is taking ш 
account many things which you cannot see and of Age 
she must not tell you. ` But whether you understand or "n. , 
you ‘will be wise to follow her implicitly, just pease е 
knows. This is по шеге supposition on шу part, ES 
flight of the imagination ; I have stood beside your Presiden 


E SER d 
in the presence of the Supreme Director of evolution on this 
globe, and I know whereof I speak. Let the wise hear my 
words, and act accordingly." 
‘It is easy to see how minds not gifted with a highly 
developed critical faculty, or the instinctive sense that 
discriminates the true from the false, would yield hopelessly 
to such a formidable assault. They cannot see that he who 
thus guarantees the infallibility of Mrs. Besant has himself 
need of guarantee... I do nolthink that any religion or 
man-made cult, even an*lhe earliest ages, has ever promulgated 
superstition ìn tts grossest form so openly and boldly as tins. . . 
{Italics mine—A. L. C. Mr. Leadbeater. . . demands 
deliberate suppression of thought... And having extolled 
such a deliberately induced mental torpor for Mrs. Besant’s 
benefit, he immediately demands it for himself when he 
speaks of the “ Supreme Director of evolution on this globe.” 
Who is this administrative person? With whom is he to 
be identified in the scheme of evolution as it has been given 
to us by Mrs. Besant and Mr. Leadbeater themsélves ? . .. 
What avenging God will come to confound this impious 
prophet who seeks to reduce humanity to the level of a 
troop of obedient automata! ... A gentle and winning 
voice, infinitely reassuring, rises out of the depths of my 
being .., a great light breaks forth, triumphant. Mr. 
Leadbeater hears the words of a judgment immediate and 
without appeal, pronounced by the Buddha himself :— 
NE not what you have heard said; believe not in 
Sha, e because they have been transmitted through 
d = a i believes not merely because a thing 15 
believe. not "solely os ; is MUS TQUE, посо cc E 
UC. buo ё authority o] your Masters and 204% 
M ee ION AND ANALYSIS A PRINCIPLE сохт 
T NS 2 EN TO THE BENEPIT AND WELTARE OF 
Wee pea ee D 1T." — (Buddha, Anguitura Nikaya.) 
ge, what a noble support are the words 


of those who are the truly р 
reat | tual 
safeguard of humanity. re i к as | 





We have seen that upon “observation and analysis ” 
the “unfailing " wisdom of Mrs. Besant is no more than 
a mass of inconsistencies, injustices, sectarian tactics in 
administration, error and mystification in esoteric announce- 
ments. Far from leading to “‘ the benefit and welfare of all,” 
this “ unfailing " wisdom is leading to the .. . most miser- 
able slavery of souls, the emasculation of minds, the creation 
of a terrible heresy. And at the present time we are all 
feeling that we shall not be living up to the wise exhortations 
of that great Being who was the Buddha, unless we clearly 
denounce the lamentable aberrations oí these two occultists 
in the hope of drawing all the souls we possibly: can away 
from their pernicious influence. With this end in view, and 
faithful to this duty, we shall calmly and firmly continue 
our investigation of facts. У 

Fortunately, the: assertions of Mrs. Besant and Mr. 
Leadbeater have lately reached to such a pitch of extravagance 
and have so utterly defied common sense that they will 
rouse even the least critical minds and the most compliant 
hearts. 

Then follows the section of M. Lévy’s book in which 
How, and Whither ; 


he quotes from Man ; Whence, 
this pamphlet. And 


much of this I have given earlier in Dph 
M. Lévy, one must remember, wrote all this nine years 
At this.point it may serve a useful purpose if I 
define my own position in regard .to Mrs. 


I entirely and most semphatically reject 
ware of, 


ago ! 


specifically 
Besant’s claims. 
them all. Mr. Leadbeater’s I was not even E 
until I came to collect and examine the material for this 
They areso monstrous as not even to merit а 
—it goes without saying. T practi- 
sant when she dissimulated 
er Group Council on her 
India in 1894. She then 
“ordered by the Master to 


pamphlet. 
specific “ rejection "" 
cally lost all faith in Mrs. Be 
and tried:to mislead the Inn 
return from her first visit to 
informed us that she had been 
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accuse Judge." On being closely cross-examined, 
however, she finally admitted that she had not received 
this “ Order" direct, as she would have had us believe, 
but through the Brahmin whom she then followed 
blindly!, exactly as she now follows Leadbeater. 
But later, when taxed with this in public, she pretended 
that he had had nothing whatever to do with it! This 
is a typical example of Mrs. Besant's idea of a ‘ truthful’ 
statement in a matter of the most vital importance 
involving the fate of a leaderand many thousands of 
members. What confidence can be placed in such a 
woman—one whose mental processes are so warped, and 

. whose ideas of ‘truth’ and ‘ honesty ' are so peculiar ? 
To inspire- confidence a leader must be the very soul of 
truth and uprightness. Mrs. Besant has always been 
remarkable for asserting herself to be this, and people 
have believed her. But a truly upright and honest 
person (even if aware of it, asin Occultism he has to be) 
would never draw attention to it—and that publicly 
and in print. 

Because, for Mrs. Besant, Mr. —— — ——— was at 
this period her mouthpiece forthe Master,she expected 
nen colleagues to take thesame view without question. 
This attitude is typical, and can be applied to all that she 
now says about Leadbeater (see ante p. 19.) From 


this time I found it impossible to believe in her or her 
RN 

1 This Brahmin is the person referred to in the following passage 
from Mr. T. H. Martyn's letter to Mrs. Besant of May 20th, 1921 
(see ante p. 18) :—'' Like many of the older members I have known 
how you and others for quite a long time regarded — as 
а Master in the flesh and later had to repudiate him when certain 
facts indicated the mistake." Italics mine. This is absolutely new 
to me. In 1894 none of us (so far as I was then aware) regarded 
Mr. as anything more than a chela, so what Mr. Martyn 
here States must have been a later development, and explains much. 

I suppress the gentleman's name out of regard for his present 
official position in India and his dissociation from Mrs. Besant. 
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statements ; such, for instance, as that H. P. B. had 
reincarnated in Mr. ————————5 little daughter ! !!— 
or in anyone else for that matter. Н.Р. B. herself, 
when someone asked her about reincarnating, jokingly 
replied ;—“ Yes, in some mild Hindu youth with half a 
lobe to his brain!” Н.Р. В. has not reincarnated. On 
the ridiculous. belief above mentioned Mrs. Besant based 
her “ authority " for doing things in H..P. B.’s name after 
her death (see fost p. 71 for examples). It. follows also 
that I absolutely reject her claim to be an “agent ” 
of the Masters (7.e., the Trans-Himálayan Brotherhood), 
neither do I believe that she has had any communication 
whatsoever with Them since H.P.B.’s death.?- Finally, 
I reject her most presumptuous claim that she 





1 Т did not learn the actual facts of this foolish fable until I 


came to India in 1918, and found they were соттоп. knowledge . 


among leading members of that time. Naturally, when Mrs. Besant 


transferred her allegiance to Mr. Leadbeater, she had to find another 
“оду” for Н. P. B. So, in the Theosophist for January, 1922. she 
writes the following typical effusion for the benefit of the faithful :— 
“t... alas! she passed away, and took rebirth in the north of India, 
‘and though we have lived for twenty-eight years in the same land 
So dear to both of us, we have never met physically face to face. Yet 
Close ties bind us to each other, and may be we shall yet greet each 
other in the flesh." Observe the suggestion that she has always 
been in close touch with Н. P. B. оні of the body, and that later they 
may meet “іп the flesh." This prepares the ground for producing 
this new “incamation ” when the suitable moment comes; just as 
the boy Krishnamurti was brought forward as the “ body "' for the 
"coming ''World-Ieacher." Mrs. Besant’s new version must be 
amusing reading for those familiar with the earlier theory, as she 
was certainly *' face to face " with the “ little daughter ’’ constantly, 
“and even persuaded Countess Wachtmeister to resume her former 
care of H. P. B. inher new body. Needless to say the poor Countess 
Was sadly disillusioned, and died not long afterwards bitterly bewailing 
‘the ruin of the T. S. - : 

2 As showing the absurdity of such a claim, I may mention 
that Mrs. Besant actually visited mediums through whom Н. P. B. 
was supposed to communicate. In 1892, only a year after her death, 
my colleague Mr. Basil Crump, Barrister-at-Law, was investigating 


. 
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is able, or in anyway fitted, to “ expand,” “ verify, 
or “ check ” by psychic faculties H. P. B.’s statements 
and teachings ; still less to carry on independent occult 
investigations on the same, or any similar plane of 
consciousness. Whether Mrs. Besant, in making, these 
claims, is acting under the glamour of Mr. Leadbeater’s 
“clairvoyant ” delusions, as MM. Lévy and Schuré 
suggest, or is fully conscious and responsible, is not my 
part to judge, nor does it really matter. For me, her 
life may be summed up in some words she applied 
recently to Mr. Gandhi (Theosophist, April, 1922). it is 
“ the tragedy of a soul.” Her criticisms on, what she calls. 
his “ failure " apply fully and literally to her own. 
There is really very little in the Manifesto (Theoso- 
phist, March, 1922), that is not sufficiently answered 
by the various extracts I have quoted from previous 
critics. Mrs. Besant opens with the usual disingenuous. 
statements about the “ Liberal Catholic Church." Her 
argument that all‘religions are on an'equal footing in the 


` 





the phenomena of a certain trance medium shortly before he joinedi 
the T. S. He was present at a private sitting with this medium im 
the studio of an artist friend, to which Mrs. Besant came with another 
member of Н. P. B.s Inner Group, Miss Emily Kislingbury, 
in order to speak with her deceased teacher. An intelligence calling. 
itself “ Madame Blavatsky "' controlled the medium, and Mrs. Besant 
held а conversation withit. Later,when Mr. Crump became acquainted 
with Н, P. B.'s explanation of Spiritualistic phenomena, and her 
express denial that the true immortal Ego ever commu nicatedin this 
manner, he was naturally astonished that one of her most learned. 
pupils should for a moment entertain such a possibility and waste 
her valuable time in attending a séance. But now he. sees that it 
was only an early symptom of the astounding credulity and ignorance 
Of occult science she has since exhibited, as shown in these pages. 
‚Н. P. B.'s explanations of psychic phenomena are rapidly being. 
endorsed andf ollowed by the modern scientific school of investigation, 
which has succeeded not only in proving the genuineness of the 
phenomena, but. also the important part played by the will and 


CDS both of the medium and the sitters in their produc- 
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T. S. carries no weight when it is widely known that 
L. C. C. agents are everywhere at work pushing its 
interests, 

Coming next to Mr. Leadbeater, Mrs. Besant states. 
that he was “cleared by a. Committee in England " t 
But it is really a little too much, and. altogether too 
brazen,! when she dares to compare his case with that 
of H. P. В. іп ће matter of slander. There can be no- 
possible comparison. The worst ever suggested against 
H.P.B. was what has been said of many other women, 
including Mrs. Besant herself, who have had to work 
in the glare of publicity and champion an unpopular 
cause. No evidence was ever brought forward, and the 
New York Sun promptly apologised for publishing 
such statements on being shown that they were 
unfounded.? The grave charges against Mr. Leadbeater 
were supported by documentary evidence which has 


‘never been rebutted, and they have to do with something 


far worse than personal moral laxity, as; we have seen. 
Mrs. Besant knows she cannot meet these charges, 
and so seeks to brush them aside by voluble talk about 
akda узт! ү сыгу {с=з UO кї окнан НУ МАШИНЕНИ 

1 Her latest move, is to draw a distinction between the “ Advisory 
Committee of 1906 " which she accuses of “ unjust action," and what 
she calls “ the prolonged investigation of 1907-08," which. of созо: 
was engineered by her after she became President, in order to white- 
wash Mr. Leadbeater and secure his reinstatement. (See Theosophist, 
July, 1922). See Addendum for the Australian views on this. | 

? The importance of this case lies in the fact that it constituted 
an absolute vindication of Н. P. B., for every slander ever circulated 
directly or indirectly was covered by it. Although the libe] action. 
came to an end with her death, the paper was so impressed by the: 
evidence produced, in rebuttal, by Mr. Judge, that it not only 
retracted all that it had published, but also invited M Judge to. 
write a long article entitled “ The Esoteric She” which they said 
“ disposes of all questions relating to Madame Blavatsky.” That 
Mrs. Asquith and Count Witte should both have seen fit to revive 
some of these old slanders in their books of reminiscences does not 


redound to their credit. 
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*' hatred,” “ defamation,” and “ vilification.” The only 
justification she offers for having reinstated ‘him in 1907 
is that she had discovered that it was “a cruel lie 
that he had confessed to wrongdoing’?! This is to 
argue that the “‘accuséd’’ should be “acquitted” 
‘because he refused to confess—in the face of evidence 
of no matter how damning a nature! Did Mrs. Besant 
follow this procedure in her “ Case against W. О. Judge ”? 
Not at all; far from “ acquitting " him when he refused 
to “confess to wrongdoing " and asked for production 
of the incriminating documents, she calmly confessed 
that she had destroyed them ! But now that it is a 
case of her own guide and “ intermediary " in the dock, 
her attitude is entirely different, and it is quite enough 
for her that the “accused” did not “confess” his 
crime! ` à o cd an 

As Dr. Stokes, Editor of the O. E. Critic (Washington, 
D.C.) has been fearlessly stating the facts and encouraging 
the “ Back to Blavatsky " movement for some time past, 
She next devotes a paragraph to an attempt to discredit 
him by suggesting his connection with an old enemy 
of H. P. B.'s. Dr. Stokes's championship of H. P. B., 
and relentless exposure of the Bésant-Leadbeater impos- 
ture is the more effective since he persists in retaining 
his membership in the T. S, 

The next to be dealt with is Pandit Bhagavan Das, 
and his criticisms about the Central ‘Hindu College. 
а have quoted from his pamphlet about 

ү, ? ctions, underhand work, pledges, etc., are 

entirely ignored. 
Vo oe M о» letter, which has caused such a 
а A NA iy alone asking for 500 
Truly ee : of < untrue Бана 
A Ne а a hod of dealing with. matter 
: ds compromising or unpleasant 
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(see ante p. 18) ;.but she can hardly believe it to be 
convincing. 

It is when this profoundly disingenuous woman 
comes to an explanation of the motive behind. her political 
work in India, that we find a typical specimen of. the. 
peculiar form of megalomania already so ably demon- 
strated by M. Lévy. "What must be the mental condition. 
of a.person who can sit down and solemnly write the. 
following ? Ў. 

The work entrusted to me directly by the great Rishi 
who is—as one may say [sic]—the spiritual Viceroy! for 
India of the King of Kings of our world—is the bringing 
about of Home Rule in India, in close union with Great 
Britain, as part of a great Federation of Free Nations, a. 
model of the future World Commonwealth. . .” 

Why such a very mundane and political idea should’ 
need an order from a Rishi is not explained. The patent 





. 1 Mrs. Besant's “ Spiritual Viceroy” has certainly nothing to 
do with Those who were directing H. P. B. when she founded the 
Indian T. S. or U. B. in 1879; for a special clause was included in 
the Constitution stating that “ The Society repudiates all interference 
on its behalf with the Governmental relations of any nation or com- 
munity, confining its attention exclusively to the matters set forth 
inthe present document. . ." Н.Р. B. also wrote in the Theosophist,. 
for October, r879—'' Unconcerned about politics; hostile to the. 
insane dreams of Socialism and Communism, which it abhors—as 
both are but disguised conspiracies of brutal force and sluggishness 
against honest labour ; the Society cares but little about the outward 
human management of the material world. The whole of its aspira- 
tions are directed toward the occult truths of the visible and invisible 
worlds. Whether the physical man be under the rule of an empire 
or a republic, concerns only the man of matter, His body may be 
enslaved ; as to his Soul, he has the right to give to his rulers the 
proud answer of Socrates to his Judges. They have no sway over 
the inner man." There speaks the true Mystic whose “ Kingdom. 
is not of this world." Three years later H. Р. B. and Colonel Olcott 
published a further disclaimer, in which they said—‘“ Before we came 


6 India, the word Politics had never been pronounced in connection. 


with our names ; for the idea was too absurd to be even entertained, 


a 


much less expressed. . . 
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‘appeal both to the Government and the Indian people 
in this portentous announcement is not very happily 
‘conceived. 

It is unfortunate for Mrs. Besant that her indignant 
denial that another of the notorious “ Bishops” 
(Wedgwood) is “ wanted" by the police was 
immediately followed by a priest’s confession and the 
Bishop’s resignation from the L. C. C., the T. S., and the 
‘Co-masons ! ! 

Finally we come tothe most ominous part of the 
whole document, where Mrs. Besant refers to the present 





з Тһе original documents appear in the О. E. Critic for June 
21st, 1922, and include a confession signed by a priest of the L. C. C. 
who states that he was “ led astray by those whom I considered to 
be my superiors both morally and spiritually ‘‘ adding ‘‘ Wedgwood 
‘absolutely declines to give up the mal-practice." Wedgwood fled to 
Algeria at the end of March. A cable from Sydney dated May 30th 
states that “ Mrs. Besant refused to answer any enquiry in reference 
to Wedgwood. Police now holding an enquiry into the charges against 
Leadbeater.” Dr. Stokes concludes his comments on the documents 
as follows :— And Annie Besant, having repeatedly been informed 
of the facts, not only refused to look into them, but launched her 
anathemas against those who criticised, even threatening them with 
expulsion from the E. S., and even very recently cabling to Wedgwood 
that he made a mistake in resigning I—It is on Annie Besant, more 
than on any other one person, that the responsibility for the present 
scandalous condition in the T. S.. rests. The best of societies may. 
have its black sheep and it is not to be blamed if it does its best to 
purge itself. But it is Annie Besant, with her tools and sycophants, 
who has ever concealed and denied the palpable facts, or, where they 
could not be denied, has palliated, excused and even аА them, 
throwing over them a veil of esoteric glamour, supporting such 
scoundrels as Leadbeater and Wedgwood, apparently in order the 
better to serve her ambitions. A yote of confidence in Annie Besant 
to-day either betrays total ignorance of the facts, or associates those 
who give it with the grossest forms of moral rottenness,” See 
Addendum for Mr. Piddington, . К. C’s opinion on Mrs Besant's 
conduct in Australia last May; also Mr. Hugh Gillespie’s evidence 
of her use of the Esoteric Schoolasa « political machine” to secure 


her “asce ancy in vari О! w . 
us bod: 
ndanc; the vario les to hich E. S. members hav 





ee a C Ee EE EE 


Oe beni rar Ede Pi ca e Em e E nae жаан 


[ 63 ] 


condition of the sex problem, and indicates that Mr. 
Leadbeater's vile teachings to, and practices with boys— 
trying “ to wean lads from evil practices ” is her version 
of it—are part of a process necessary “ to save mankind 
in the near future.” The “lessening of the sex impulse ” 
on the “line of higher mental evolution " is “ too slow.” 
“ Early marriage and birth-control " —preceded, опе 
must assume, by Leadbeaterism—are now Mrs. Besant’s 
‘inspired panaceas. 


The appalling menace to the evolution of the spiritual 


nature in man, of the secret Leadbeater teaching known 


as the “ X-system," is shown by the evidence of 
Dr. Eleanor M. Hiestand-Moore (M.D.), Editor of the 
Theosophic Voice (Chicago), in which all the Leadbeater 
proceedings of 1906 were reported and discussed. 
In the August number, 1908, Dr. Hiestand-Moore 
"writes :— 

During the winter of 1906-7 the Editor [herself] was 
in Chicago and in order to combat the widespread tendency 
to uphcld self-abuse on the lines indicated by Mr. Leadbeater, 
a series of lectures on the psychology of sex was given. There 
were members in the E. S., and out of it who upheld the 
X-system. One person declared. . . that his system would, 
before many years, be taught im our public schools. Still 
another insisted that by sel/-abuse humanity was to return to 
the hermaphroditic type and that this practice would be universal 
among Fijih Round Humanity. A number declared that, 
while they did not pretend to know anything about such 
matters, they had understood this was a /mghly occult teaching 
&iven 10 would-be disciples! We could lay hands on a letter 
setting forth the claim that this teaching is purely “ esoteric ” 
and not to be estimated by exoteric standards—this, too, 
from a Branch president | [Italics mine —A. L. C]. 

These instances are sufficiently appalling in themselves, 
But what can we say now that The Voice has elicited a 
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correspondence which is simply a brazen defence of these 
“ teachings ” ?!- 

What, then, must be the moral condition of. this 
horrible travesty of the old T.S. now, fourteen years after 
Dr. Hiestand-Moore wrote the foregoing? Mrs. Besant 
is thus seen to have now returned practically to the Neo- 


Malthusianism of her earlier, pre-theosophic association. 


with the late Charles Bradlaugh. It may not be generally 
known that Н.Р. В. refused to accept her as a pupil until 
she had published a recantation of all she and Bradlaugh 
had advocated in The Fruits of Philosophy. It is a 
sinister omen that under C. W. Leadbeater, the sex 
pervert, Mrs. Besant has abandoned H. P. Blavatsky’s 
imperative requirement for becoming a student of White 


Occultism, and has returned to the essentially materialis- 


tic doctrine of “ birth-control,” in direct contravention of 
the true Occult teaching. In other words her assertion 
amounts to this :—50//-сопіго] is not possible (or is 
“too slow "), therefore we must control zesulis. How 
different is' the Occult teaching is well-known to all 
who have taken the trouble to read Н. P. B.'s articles 
from which I have already quoted (see ante p. 3x) and 
the splendid chapter in Vol. IT of The Secret Doctrine 
entitled “ The Curse from a Philosophical Point of View." 
ueste Я н 

. * As to the methods employed to suppress criticism, -Dr- 
Hiestand-Moore says in the same issue :—'* Slander, falsehood, deceit, 
treachery, all have been summoned to the support of Mr. Leadbeater's 
cause. Anonymous communications have been written to confound 
the Prosecution, letters have been stolen and threats made. The 
Editor of The Voice has heen compelled to call upon the Secret Service 
to protect her mails.” [An entire issue in proof with copy and unset 
matter disappeared, and had to be rewritten I] Again, the Editor 
of tie О. E. Critic writes :—'' It is understood, and I have the direct 
testimony of the publishet -to the fact, that the entire edition of the 


Brooks’ books [Esoteric Bogeydom and Neo-Theosophy Exposed] was 
corralled by Mrs. Besant in or 


tell too much about her." ` 





der to suppress their circulation. They 
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Апа Н: P. B. told me herself that she included the 
following verse in- The Voice of ihe. Silence with the 
express objéct of combating such teachings and placing 
the Occult doctrine beyond possibility of misinterpreta-: 
tion :— 

« “Do not believe that lust can ever be killed out if 
gratified or satiated, for this is an abomination inspired 
by :Мага. It is: by feeding vice that it expands and 
waxes; strong, like to the worm that fattens on the 
blossom’s heart." 

Ina note H. P. B. explains that Mara is “ personified 
temptation through men’s vices, and translated literally 
means ‘that which kills ' the Soul." Far from “ saving ” 
mankind, therefore, these professed ‘expanders’ and 
‘expounders ' of Н. P. B.'s doctrines are in reality doing 
their best to hasten its end. Better far, from the Occult 
standpoint, that a race should be wiped out by “ outraged 
Nature," as were the Atlanteans for the same sins, than 
that it should be kept alive only to sink lower and lower 
until.“ Mara " kills its Soul. 

. In the“ Watch-Tower " (Theosophist, March, 1922,) 
Editorial, mention is made of a display at Adyar of 
" tréasures of the most varied kinds," which have just 
been unearthed from “‘all the old locked-up boxes ” 
at the headquarters. Why, one may not unreasonably 
enquire, has Mrs. Besant waited until 1922 to disinter, 
for instance, a long and valuable letter from Н. Р. B. 
herself? Why have such “treasures” been kepi back 
for over thirty years ; just as “ Letters ” from the Masters 
(the. Trans-Himálayan Brotherhood) were kept hidden 
away for an even longer period—nearly forty years? 
The reasons are so ridiculously transparent that they 
Would;hardly deceive an intelligent child. Mrs. Besant 
is‘becoming seriously discomposed, even alarmed, by .the 
Stowing strength of the.“ Back to Blavatsky ” movement, 
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which is in itself a reaction against her own neglect. 
Hence all this .“ burrowing ” (her own word) 
jn order to make a brave show of these “treasures " 
-for which she had no sort of use until, disturbed by 
alarming rumours, she  hastily resorts to them for 
purposes of camouflage and disguise. For she is a 
skilful opportunist and clever actress, SS succes- 
sive parts with as convincing an air as any "star"; 
neither does she scruple toemploy every device of the 
party politician. 

Does Mrs. Besant seriously believe that this attempt 
to drag the red herring of an unexplained and suddenly 
awakened interest in these “ treasures " across the trail 
of Mr. Leadbeater's infamies will deceive anyone save 
their blind and infatuated followers? Has she forgotten 
that when, only two years after H. P. Blavatsky's death, 
she came under the direct hypnotic control of Brahmin 
influence, she threw doubts upon her old Teacher’s bona 
fides and her occult knowledge ; and, in the course of 
formulating her charges against her fellow-disciple (а 
chela of many years’ standing before she ever even heard 
of Theosophy) suggested to Mr. Judge that, “ misled by 
a high example” (H. P. B), he had fallen “а victim.” 
For, as she then told him, her “ theory was first, that 
H. P. B. had committed several frauds for good ends and 
made bogus messages; second, that [he] was misled by 
her example ; and third, that H. P. В. had given [him] 
permission to do such acts. She then," continues Mr. 
Judge, "asked me to confess thus, and that would 
clear up all. I peremptorily denied such a horrible lie, 
and warned her that everywhere I would resist such 
attack on Н. Р. В. These are the facts, and the real 
issue is around Н. P. В.” (The Path, March, 1895.) 

а With the complete disruption of the Society the 
Brahmin period of dominance over Mrs. Besant came 
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to an end. Then followed the Leadbeater régime, the 
first phase of which culminated in the crisis of 1906.” 
But on Colonel Olcott's death in the following year, she 
contrived’ the realisation of her great ambition, and 
became President of the Society. “At this point in her 
career, however, there were two serious difficulties which 
she had to meet :—first, the Leadbeater scandal which 
raised a storm of horror and protest from those old and 
tried members who had remained in the Society up to 
that time, but who then practically withdrew in a body. 
Deprived of their support, and having reinstated the 
infamous Leadbeater, Mrs. Besant realised that, as 
President, she could no longer risk appearing half- 
hearted over H. P. Blavatsky; nay more, she needed 
the support of her venerated name ; second, as President 
of the Society created by H. P. B., she must, for the sake 
of her own prestige, take some definite action which 
would remove all possibility of suspicion that she was 
no longer the follower of the Teacher whom she had, 
in fact, already “ denied ” and “betrayed ” only two 
years after her death. Mrs. Besant realised, Е" short, 
that she had gone too far, and must now retrieve the 
Position. Accordingly in 1907, she issued a pamphlet 
entitled Н. P. Blavatsky and the Masters of: the [sic] 
Wisdom, in which, with all her accustomed ability, she 
dealt once more with the famous (or rather infamous) 
Report of the Society for Psychical Research, published 
in 1885. But the concluding eulogy strikes a false note, 
Coming from one who, as I have shown, was capable of 
being persuaded that H. P. B. had concocted messages 
from those Masters Whom she so faithfully served f 
two-thirds. of her life. 
It was at this time also (1907), so Mrs. Besant later 
declared, that “the T. S. fully regained its original 
Position, with ‘the Masters of the [sc] Wisdom as once 


[ 6 ] 


more. the ‘First Section? of the Society." This 
bold assertion. . was. made in 1919, when, under 
pressure of some fresh scare connected with Mr. Lead- 
beater, Mrs.. Besant published a small volume of the 
Masters’ Letters. (most: of which had presumably been 
tying, in the archives of.the Society at Adyar for nearly 
forty: years !), obviously for no other reason than because 
among them are two alleged- to have been received by 
‚Мт: Leadbeater. This she did in order to bolster up 
the extravagant claims she now makes for him as a 
“Great Teacher.” But there were many who received 
Letters in the early days, and there is no reason why 
similar claims, should not be made for all the recipients 1 
;; -In the article entitled “ Whom will ye Serve?” 
(Theosophist, March, 1922,) Mrs. Besant says that H. P, 
B. “formed an inner circle of her pupils, that it might 
bear „witness to the truth and reality of the inner side 
of life." This. was the “ Inner Group” of which she 
and I were two of the six women members. But as, 
unfortunately Mr. Leadbeater was not included, although 
һе had become a member of the T. S. some years before, 
she adds : :— And behold! ere she passed away, she had 
led others, to the Light, and bade them bear witness 
to „it. .", Considering that she “passed away ’ › Jess 
Yan а year after forming the Inner Group in the summer 
Turcis а у with Re 
fey ce "ne others,” this statement is mani- 
esant also refers to Mr. Leadbeater 
is Master к Ж -A 1; С.Л whom ‘she had led о 
па С D ae and in whom she had awakene* 
оу that he И шешуше E ч 
"1 ШАПА : ag ee a great Teacher. . 
fe. Љу. нер, B. esant to produce anything і? 
п B; to.warrant this audacious assertio? 
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І was a pupil of H. P. B. (and through her was accepted 
as ‘а chela on probation," in 1889) before Mrs. Besant 
joined the T. S., and saw herexpel one of her most 
gifted and valued workers from the Esoteric Section for 
offences against the occult and moral: law similar.: to 
those with which Mr. Leadbeater’s name has now been 
associated for nearly twenty years. Н. P. B. was 
always extremely strict on this particular point, and 
many would-be aspirants for chelaship were refused on 
this one ground alone, while others who. had been 
accepted “ оп probation" failed almost immediately 
afterwards. . pu $ 
When I joined the T. S. in 1885 my diploma was. 
signed by Colonel Olcott as President and C.W. Lead- 
beater as Secretary (he was then at Adyar), but I never 
heard him mentioned by Н.:Р. B. or anyone else at. 
the London Headquarters, as a person of any importance 
whatever, inthe occult sense. Mrs. Besant goes on to, 
say that H. P. B. left “the twain of us [Leadbeater 
and herself] to bear personal witness to the truth when 
she had gone”! Where is her evidence that Mr. Lead- 
beater was ever one of H. P. B.’s pupils? , There is 
none, save this bare, unsupported assertion of a highly 
interested party. How could these two, to the exclu: 
sion of all Н. P. B.’s pupils—some of.them ^" regularly 
accepted chelas on probation ”—be specially selected,, 
taught, and prepared, (and above all,-to promulgate, 
the sort of “ teachings ” of which I have given a few 
specimens), without any of us hearing even a hint, 
of it! Moreover, I never saw, oF even heard of Mr. 
Leadbeater atthe London Headquarters while Н. Р. B. 
was alive. I might, just, as well claim such а mission for. 
myself, or Mr. Mead, or Dr. Keightley, or. any. other, 
member of the Inner Group who has remained true to 
the pledge and the Teacher; and with greater justice, 
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for Mrs. Besant has not. The truth is that Mr. Lead- 
beater was never heard of in connection with occult 
teaching until he was taken up and foisted on the 
unfortunate T. S. and E. S. as a“ Great Teacher" by 
Mrs. Besant who was herself never more than а “ chele 
on probation "—dwring Н.Р. B.'s lifetime. 

Let me refer again to H. P. B.'s article “The 
Theosophical Mahatmas" from which I have already 
quoted (ante p. 3),in which she deals with the members. 
of the T. S. who were “regularly accepted chelas on 
probation," and the subsequent failure of nearly all of 
them. If this was true at that time, it can certainly 
now be applied to the case of Mrs. Besant; who, in my 
judgment and that of many others, conspicuously failed 
under two great tests. The first failure occurred when 
she went to India in 1893, became an orthodox Hindu, 
and was induced to entertain those doubts of her Teacher 
that I have already alluded to. (ante p. 66.) -Bound up 
with this failure—the doubt: of the .Teacher—was her 
attack on her fellow chela, Mr. Judge. 

The second failure was a far worse one when, in 
1906, after having publicly endorsed the finding of the 
Advisory Committee on Leadbeater’s crimes (see footnote 
ante p. 59), she suddenly turned round and secured his 
reinstatement. In -thus condoning and even endorsing: 
immorality of the vilest description, she denied one of 
the strictest occult laws binding upon a chela. 

This double failure had far more serious results in 
her case than in those of which Н. P. B. wrote in 1886, 
because, owing to her commanding -position as a leader, 
the fate of the many thousands of earnest-souls in the 
Society who believed in and followed her implicitly; 
was involved.’ Be ate ” = 
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Tampering with H. P. Blavatsky's 
writings. i 


HE result of Mrs. Besant’s first failure, through 
harbouring doubts of her Teacher's bona fides and 
esoteric knowledge, was soon manifested when she 

began to publish new editions of Н. P. B.’s works. The 
first noteworthy example was her excision from The Voice 
of ihe Silence of passages and notes, presumably out of 
deference to Brahmin sentiment, which then governed 
her actions. One of the last verses in “ The Two Paths " 
(the second of the “Three Fragments" forming the 
little book) in the original edition (1889) begins thus :— 
“ Не who becomes Pratyeka Buddha, makes his obeisance 
but to his Self." Ina footnote H. P. B. explains that 
* Pratyeka Buddhas are those Bodhisattvas -who strive 
after and often reach the Dharmakaya robe after a 
Series of lives. Caring nothing for the woes of mankind 
or to help it, but only for theirown Bliss, they enter 
Nirvana and— disappear from the sight and the hearts 
of men. In Northern Buddhism a ‘ Pratyeka Buddha " 
is a synonym of spiritual Selfishness.” 

In Mrs. Besant’s edition both the passage and the 
footnote I have quoted are omitted. Нег reason for this , 
unscrupulous proceeding is given in a footnote on p. 416 
of the so-called ‘‘ third volume ” of The Secret Doctrine. 
In this note Mrs. Besant, from the heights of her then 
newly-acquired Brahmanical wisdom, adopts the following 
dictatorial and censorious tone towards her late 
Teacher :— 

The Pratyeka Buddha stands on the level of the Buddha 0, 
but His work for the world has nothing to do with its 
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teaching, and His ‘office has always been surrounded with 
mystery. The preposterous [sic] view that He, at such 
superhuman height of power, wisdom and love could be 
selfish, is found in the exoteric bocks, though it is hard to 
see how it can have arisen.’ Н. Р. `В. ‘charged me to correct 
the mistake, as she had, in à careless moment, copied such a 
statement elsewhere—A. В. i 
Observe the assumption. ot Superior iid to 
H. B. B.'s, and the use of the words ‘ * preposterous " 
and “careless.” To any real Oriental chela such an 
attitude towards his Guru would be simply unthinkable ; 
but we have seen how very quickly Mrs. Besant belieyed 
herself to have soared far above the“ chela on ‘probation ” 
state of her Н. Р. В. days into that ofan “ Initiate ” 
and future “Supreme Ruler of the World of Gods and 
men." To such vanity -and self-delusion everything ,is 
possible. How different was the attitude of the real 
Occultist who was spoken of by the Masters as “ Our 


Brother ү. P. B.,” yet called herself “а Chela of one, 


of Them ” 
: The passage I have italicised in the above footnote 
by Mrs. Besant is untrue onthe face of it to anyone 
who knew, as Таіа, the loving care with which H. P. 
B. prepared this unique little book of '* Golden Precepts.” 
Moreover, she states in her Preface that the verses giyen 
are selected from a much larger number which; she 
‘learnt by heart.” Further, Н. P. B. not only repeated 
but greatly amplified this statement about the Pratyeka 
Buddha in her Theosophical Glossary, a fact. which Mrs. 
Besant had evidently forgotten when she concocted the 
footnote quoted above.! The Pratyeka Buddha. 
doubtless much that Mrs. Besant claims for him, “oft 


Es 


2 See also An ‘Introduction to Mahayana Buddhism, by W. M. 
McGovern, 1922. Kegan Paul He confirms Н. P. B.s definition.’ 
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that there are two classes of Masters, two “ Paths" 
{as this very section of The Voice of the Silence shows) ; 
that the “ Pairs of Opposites ” obtain on all planes of, 
Manifestation and Being, right up to the threshold of 
the Unmanifested—the ONE; that, while there are 
Masters of COMPASSION, there must of necessity exist 
also the opposite pole—the wearers of the “ Dharmakáya 
robe,” with all the power and knowledge which that 
state implies, but without that Compassion which alone 
makes a Master of the “ Right Hand Patn."! 

„It was a great and valuable feature of H. P. B.'s, 
method that she taught us to reason on these lines, 
checking everything bythe Law of Correspondences. 
But Mrs. Besant. has evidently long since abandoned 
this, and prefers. the sacerdotal plan of accepting every- 
thing on “authority,” which in her present phase means 
Leadbeater or her own psychic delusions. The “ World 
Teacher" dogma is a casein point. She asserts it as 
а. fact to be accepted because she says it; whereas, as 
I have shown, it is untenable in the light of The Secret 
Doctrine (see ante p. 2), which endorses Oriental tradition 
and cyclic law. 

Mrs. Besant’s partiality for the Pratyeka Buddha, 
however, may possibly be explained by some words 
that Н. P. B. once wrote of her to Mr. Judge :—“ She 
is not: psychic or spiritual in the least—all intellect.” 
For H. P. B. opens her paragraph in the Theosophical 
Glossary on the Pratyeka Buddha with these words :— 


1 It was .. x: 
ledge, as also of human intellectuality, of . . . the Atlantean Race 
that .. . humanity branched off into its two diametrically opposite 


Paths ; the Right and the’ Left-hand paths of knowledge ‘or ‘of 
Vidya. “ Thus were the germs of the White and the Black Magic sown 
4n-those days. The seeds lay latent for some time, to sprout only during. 
the éarly period of the Fifth (our Race).”* (Commentary)—The Бао 
Doctrine. First Edition, Vol. 1, p. 192.- ТКИ 
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“The Pratyeka: Buddha is a degree which belongs 
exclusively to the Yogáchárya school . . ... one of high 
intellectual development with no true spirituality ". (Italics 
mine.) Moreover, we have the authority of the Maha 
Chohan Himself (the Head of the Trans-Himálayan 
Brotherhood) for the statement. that even Nirvana is, 
“after all, but an exalted and glorious selfishness.” 

In the Theosophist for March, 1922, Mrs. Besant 
says, in her “ Watch-Tower"' notes :— 

A wild theory has just been started in the U. S. A. that 
The Secret Doctrine, brought out by the London T. P. H. 
alter Н. Р.В. death, was not as Н. P. B. wanted it. The 
snsimuahon is made that H. P. B. was “edited” by those 
in charge oi the second edition.. The trustees to whom she 
left the safeguarding of her printed books and unpublished 
manuscripis were all her own pupils who had lived with her 
Jor years, and they made only such changes as she had herself 
directed, which consist mainly in the correction of verbal and 


grammatical errors, and the arrangement of the material of. 
Vol. ТЇЇ. 


I have italicised the statements requiring explanation. 
or correction. The ' second edition," as Mrs. Besant 
must be well aware, was. merely a re-print to meet an. 
unexpected demand, and bears the same date as the 
original edition, viz., 1888. But as Mrs. Besant only 
joined the T. S. early in 1880, and was led to seek an 
interview with H. P. Blavatsky affer reviewing The 
Secret Doctrine for the late Mr. W. T. Stead, then Editor, 
of the Pall Mall Gazette, clearly she can know absolutely 
nothing of the preparation of its first оу of its “ second 
edition"! As to the alleged “ trustees," I can only say 
that I never heard of their existence. Mrs. Besant only 
“lived with " H. P. B. for rather more than eighteen 
months. Н.Р. B. left 17, Lansdowne Road, London, W., in 
the summer of 1889, the Headquarters being moved to Mrs« 
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Besant’s house in Avenue Road; N.W., where she died 
fn May r89r, while Mrs. Besant was on her way back 
from a lecture tour in America. 

Take next the alleged “safeguarding” of H. P; 
B.’s “unpublished manuscripts.” Those who were 
responsible for the so-called Volume III, had a strange 
and unusual conception of the meaning of the word 
“safeguarding.” Itso happens that while it was being 
set up I was able actually to peruse one or two of the 
familiar long foolscap sheets which Н. P. B. always 
covered with her small fine handwriting. They were 
mutilated almost beyond recognition, few of her sentences 
remaining intact; and there were “ corrections” not 
only in the handwritings of the editors, Mrs, Besant 
and Mr. Mead, but alsoin that of others which I was 
able to identify. More than this I cannot say without 
&busing confidence ; but the wrong done tomy Кр: 
compels me to say this much. 

Those who were H. P. B.’s untiring and unfailing 
helpers in the preparation of The Secret Doctrine for 
the press in 1887-88, Dr. Archibald and Mr. Bertram 
Keightley, have, fortunately for posterity, put on record 
their experiences of those days. They have made state- 
ments of the utmost value in connection with the facts 
I ат here dealing with, which they wrote specially for 
Countess Wachtmeister’s Reminiscences of Н. P. Blavatsky 
and “ The Secret Doctrine," published in 1893. Moreover, 
Dr. Keightley wrote an account of Н. P. B.'s manifold 
literary activities at this. time, which appeared in the 
Theosophist for July 1889, in which he states that “ the 
Third. Volume of The Secret Doctrine is in MS. ready to 
be given to the printers. [Italics mine. Ave lL ©]. Lt 
will consist mainly of a series of sketches of the great 
Occultists of all ages, and is a most ordeal and 


fascinating work.” 
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In’ the face. of this clear and ‘definite; statement, 
inade by one whose word I know to be unimpeachaple, 
and who lived and worked with H. P. B. at that time; 
What becomes of H. P. B.’s alleged “ directions "' for 
the “ arrangement of the material of Vol. ITI "which Mrs. 
Besant speaks of above, and the statement in the Preface 
to Aer version of Vol. III:—'' The task of preparing 
this volume for the press has been a difficult and anxious 
one... The papers given to me by Н. P. B. were 
quite unarranged, and had no obvious order. . ."? "This 
volume, given by Mrs. Besant to the world in 1897, is 
most certainly nof the one Dr. Keightley: speaks of as 
“ready” for “the printers" in 1889,as I will prove. 
WHAT THEN BECAME OF THAT VOLUME ? 

But first I will quote Dr. Stokes, Editor. of the 
О. E. Critic, whose most specific charges and plain 
Statements of fact hardly come under the purposely 
misleading term “insinuations,” used by Mrs. Besant ! 
Dr. Stokes :''ins?nuales" nothing; he heads his most 
sees accusation as follows :— 


«c ARNIE BESANT'S CORRUETION OF THE SECRET ' 
DOCTRINE.” 


In all probability Annie Besant’s “revision” of H. P. 
Blavatsky's original edition of The Seeret Docirine consti- 
tutes the most colessal case of corruption of an original text 
to be found in history. A group of students is comparing the 
original edition with the “third and revised edition,” edited 
by Annie Besant and G. R. S. Mead, atter the author's 
death. .. I am informed by those making the comparison 
[that] . . the actualfchanges will be far more than twenty 
Her Many of these changes are trivial and one wonders: 
аё the impertinence or conceit which inspired them: Some 
of ‘the -changes—those which might: have . put students .on 
their guard against the so-called Third Volume—can only be. 
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construed ‘as. deliberate and intentional suppressions and 
corruptions of the original text. And this ina work of which 
the Master К. Н. wrote: “ Every mistake.or erroneous notion 
corrected and explained by her from the works of other Theoso; 
phists was corrected by me or under my instruction.” . The true 
title of the "third and revised edition” should be “ The 
Secret Doctrine, written by H. P. Blavatsky, corrected and 
approved by the Master K. H., and corrupted Бу Annie 
Besant.” It is almost impossible to comprehend the colossal 
conceit, the limitless contempt for common literary decency 
which could have inspired such an act of vandalism, to say 
nothing ot such disrespect for the Master whom she professes 
to venerate. And allot this is put forth as the work of 
H. P. Blavatsky herself, with the mere apology in the 
preface that “Had H. P. Blavatsky lived to issue the néw 
edition, she would doubtless have corrected and enlarged it 
to а very considerable extent." What a specious excuse? 
[Repeated in the preface to the alleged Vol. IIL—A. L. Cj] 
Had Н. P. B. “corrected and enlarged it " it would without 
doubt have been done under the same guidance and authority 
which directed and corrected the first edition. It is enough 
to cast suspicion on each and every quotation of original 
sources made by Mrs. Besant, and her emendation of the 
Theosophy of H. Р. В. as well. (October 12th, 1921.) 

As for the third volume, edited and published alter the 
death of H. P. B. from manuscripts left by her, nobody 
knows, in the, absence of a previous edition issued by her, 
how much of it is Н. P. B.’sand how much is not, but there 
is good evidence that much of it is not, which is the more 
likely in view of the vandalisms the same editors perpetrated 
in the first two volumes. In no sense can the E third and 
revised edition” be said to bea re-print of the original Secret 
Doctrine of H. P. Blavatsky. (December 21st, 1921.) ha 

I most fully endorse al] that Dr. Stokes so яу 
demonstrates, and I can quite believe that, im nee 
to: Vol, III, some of the contents are not by H.. ВА 
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the style in places is not hers at all. .But I can enlighten 
chim as to those portions of the contents of which I have 
actual knowledge. I may here add that, when my own 
group of students were checking the “third and revised 
edition " of the first and second volumes of The Secret 
Doctrine by the original edition of 1888, they came 
across no less than four specific references by H. P. B. 
to Vols. III and IV as being practically completed, vzz., 
Vol. I, Preface, and p. тт; Vol. II, pp. 437, 798, Ist 
Ed., x888. Mrs. Besant coolly deleted all these without 
a word of explanation ! 

How unnecessary nearly all of this so-called 
"revision" was, can be realised in the Keightleys’ 
accounts (see Countess Wachtmeister’s book) of the care 
taken over the proofs of the first edition. Mr. Bertram 
Keightley says they first “ read the whole mass of MSS.— 
a pile over three feet high—most carefully through, 
correcting the English and punctuation where absolutely 
indispensable." (Contrast this modesty and respect for 
the author with the spirit that perpetrated the thirty 
thousand corrections in the “ third edition” !) It was 
then arranged under H. P. B.'s supervision in Sections, 
etc., and professionally typewritten. This first copy was 
again revised and any obscurities explained. It should 
be noted here that Mr. Keightley says they laid before 
“Н. P. B. “a plan, suggested by the character of the 
matter itself, viz, to make the work consist of four 
volumes . . . to follow the natural order of exposition 
and begin with the Evolution of Cosmos, to pass from 
that to the Evolution of Man, then to deal with the 
historical part in a third volume treating of the lives 
` of some great Occultists, and of “ Practical Occultism ' 
in a fourth." This proves that at least the whole of 
the material for VolIII wasactually there (Dr. Keightley 
elsewhere states that it was ready Jor the printer.) Finally 
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the Keightleys themselves set to work to type out a 
fair copy of Vols. I and II for the printer. “Н.Р.В. 
read and corrected two sets of galley proofs, then a 
page proof, and finally a revise in sheet, correcting, 
adding, and altering up to the very last moment." 

Dr. A. Keightley says:— “. .. no work and no 
trouble, no suffering or pain could daunt her from her 
task. Crippled with rheumatism, suffering from a 
disease which had several times nearly proved fatal, 
she still worked on unflaggingly, writing at her desk 
the moment her eyes and fingers could guide the pen. 

We had to carry on the general scheme . . . to 
act as watch-dogs and help herto make the meaning 
as clear as possible. But all the work was hers... 
it went through three or four other hands besides Н. 
P. B.s in galley proof, as well as in revise. She was 
her own most severecorrector. . ." 

Another able helper was Mr. E. Douglas Fawcett, 
the well-known author of The Riddle of the Universe, 
of whom both the Keightleys speak in terms of high 
praise. His profound knowledge of science, philosophy, 


‘and metaphysics was invaluable. “He supplied many 


of the quotations from scientific works, as well as many 
confirmations of the occult doctrines derived from 
similar sources.” ' 

And this monumental work, produced with such 
meticulous care ‘and precautions against errors, is 
subjected to some thirty thousand corrections by its 
subsequent "editors"! In all my study of the original 
edition I have never found more than a few errors that 
matter in the least, and these are mostly typographical 
and quite obvious to any person of average intelligence. 
The marvel is that there are 50 few in a work of such 
magnitude and scope. Those of my students. who 


- possess only the “ third and revised edition" (the first 
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and‘second now being scarce), have re-corrected it to 
agrée: with the first; and to look atthe pages covered 
with these re-corrections brings home to опе, 'аѕ nothing 
else can, the force and justice of Dr. Stokes's indictment. 
Letus hope that when H. P. B.'sgreat work is under- 
stood and accepted seriously at its true worth, an indig- 
nant: posterity will pass: judgment on опе of the worst 
examples of literary vandalism in the nineteenth century. 

In her Preface to Vol. III, Mrs. Besant boldly states 
that, in regard to the Sections entitled “ The Mystery 
of Buddha," there are “ very numerous errors of fact, 
and many statements based on exoteric writings, .not 
on esoteric knowledge”! If her own statement with 
which I have dealt, regarding the Pratyeka Buddha is 
to be taken as the measure of her capacity to judge of 
the merit or demerit of H.- Р. B.’s work, all that Mrs. 
Besant says, or skilfully suggests,.in this Preface can be 
dismissed as absolutely worthless. But in view of the 
fact that she then. believed herself to: be acting under 
the direction of “ a Master in the flesh ”' (see Mr. Martyn's 
letter, ante pp. 18-19 and footnote p.:56), who happened 


to be an orthodox Brahmin, these unfounded pronounce- 


ments which I quote with regard to the Sections on the 
Lord Buddha are perhaps not so surprising, I use the 
word “unfounded " advisedly, for she makes two 
Separate statements as to the way in which she obtained 
the material for this so-called Vol. III. She opens the 
Preface with the first one :—“ The task of preparing 
this volume for the press has been a difficult and anxious 
one, and it is necessary to state clearly what has been 
done.” This is one of her usual formulas, after which 
she; proceeds. to do the exact opposite, She thus 
continues, in fact:—' The papers: given’ to ше by 
Н. Р. В...” But Mrs. Besant was not in England 
when Н. P. B, died, quite unexpectedly, and with only 


- ау 


[ 8r | 


three of.her pupils present, namely, Mr. Claude Wright, 
Mr..Walter Old and Miss Laura Cooper (now Mrs. G. R. 
5. Mead.) . We were all summoned by telegram, and I 
was at Avenue Road within a few hours. I never heard 
of any evidence thatshe gave Mrs. Besant papers, or 
directions about papers, before the latter left for America 
on a lecture tour; and most certainly H. P. B. never 
formally .“ appointed " her, or anyone else, as her 
"successor," for the very good reason that I have 
given elsewhere—that the movement had definitely 
failed, and she was “ recalled." (see ante p. 2.) 

To return to Mrs. Besant’s Preface. Her second 
statement is that the papers. for the Sections on “ The 
Mystery of the Buddha ” were “ given into my hands 
to publish, as part of the Third Volume of The Secret 
Doctrine. . ." By whom were they “ given " ? Certainly 
not by H. P. B.;and why does Mrs. Besant speak of 
these Sections on the Buddha asif they were something 
apart from the “ papers ” she alleges she received from 
Н. Р. B.? Clearly any further analysis is useless, for 
in all probability the truth about what really happened 
to all Н. P. B.'s MSS. after her death will never be known, 
since the few who do know will, naturally, never speak. - 

Brushing aside, therefore, Mrs. Besant's “ explana- 
tory ” Preface, Volume III, as given to the public in 
1897, appears to be simply a collection of fugitive articles 
Which, as I have shown, were obviously freely edited. 
To pad out the volume (the MSS. spoken of by H. P. B. 
in Vols. I and II, as already existing, having mysteriously 
vanished) Mrs. Besant prints both the Е. S. T. and the 
Inner Group Insiructions, despite the pledge of secrecy 
taken by her and all other recipients of these teachings. 
In justification of this she states—six years affer H. P. 
B.’s death —that Н. P. B. instructed her to do so! The 


Worthlessness of such “instructions " is palpable in the 
6 
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light of her naive belicf in the alleged reincarnation of her 
Teacher in Mr. ——’s little daughter. (Needless to add that, 
under Leadbeater, she has another version of this idea !) 
We have the usual misleading and disingenuous statement 
in a “ Note " which is prefixed to these Instructions. Mrs. 
Besant says :—‘‘ Papers І, II and TII. . . were written by 
H. P. B. and were circulated privately during her lifetime ” 

These “ Papers” are the E. S. Instructions. She 
calls those given to the Inner Group “ Notes of some 
Oral Teaching.” But, with two exceptions, almost every 
word of both E. S. and I. С. Instructions are given intact, 
just as wë received them; I possess them all. The 
two exceptions are, first, the practical teachings, given 
at the first meeting of the I. G., for Yoga development, 
which even Mrs. Besant had not the hardihood to 
publish ; and, second, a very long “ Preliminary Memo- 
randum " to Instructions TIT. 


The Truth about the E. S. Council, and the 


Inner Group. 


are Е. S. Instructions were written by H. P. B. 
during the winter of 1888-89. The I. G. Teachings 
were given orally by H. P. B. at its meetings in 

1890-9r. It was the duty of the two secretaries, 

Mrs. Besant and Mr. Mead, to write these Teachings up, 

from notes sent in by all of us, after each meeting, and 

record them in a book. This record was dealt with at 
each succeeding meeting, corrected and often amplified by 

H.P. B. Allthese might, therefore, have been included 

in Vol. IV of The Secret Doctrine, according to the 

general plan ot the work adopted by H. P. B., if she 
had lived and had permitted it. Mrs. Besant's statement 
that they were written with that in view is incorrect, 
and was obviously made to justify her action in using 

them for her version of Vol. III. 

In the Theosophist for March, 1922, Mrs. Besant 
published an article in which several false statements 
are made concerning the history of the E. S. The 
writer, a Mr. Fritz Kunz, quotes Colonel Olcott’s Old 
Diary Leaves as authority for saying that “the first 


- move towards founding the E. S. was made in 188r," 


that it was “organised steadily through the trials of 
1884-85," and merely “announced " in 1888. The 
actual facts (see Theosophist, April, 1880) are, that when 
H. P. B. established the real THEOSOPHICAL SOCIETY OR 
UNIVERSAL BROTHERHOOD at Benares in 1879 (the T. S. 
founded at New York in 1875 was only a “ Miracle 
Club,” as Colonel Olcott says, with no “ brotherhood 
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plank ”), it was on a purely esoteric basis. It was under 
the direct guidance of the Trans-Himálayan Brotherhood, 
Who formed the First Section; the second and third 
being for “accepted” and ^" probationary " chelas 
respectively. When I joined the.T. S. in. 1885, ,these 
rules were still in force in the London Lodge. But 
Colonel Olcott insisted on an exoteric organisation with 
‘the occultism тоге in the background” ; and the 
crisis of 1884-85, which drove H.: P. B. from India (see 
her letter.of 1890, ante р. 2), iwas the natural result 
of this policy., Far from the, E. S. being “ organised 
steadily '” at.that time, as Mr. Kunz asserts, H. P. B. 
makes it clear in her letter that the Master's influence 
was ‘‘ virtually banished " from Adyar through lack of 
faith in Them, and failure to support her, and that she 
had been ordered to “establish the Esoteric Section " 
at. London, which she didin1888, because the necessary 
faith in the Masters still existed there and in America. 

. Mr. Kunz then makes the astonishing assertion that the 
Е, S. was “ transferred to Mrs. Annie Besant in due course 
by Н. P. B. in 1891." As Iwasa member of H. P. B.’s: 
Inner Council which was responsible for what was done 
after her death, I am in a position to state the true 
facts as known to me, and as they appear in the Е: S. 
documents in my possession. These facts are :—When 
H., P.-B. died—suddenly and unexpectedly, on May 8th, 
189r!., Mr. Judge at once came over from New York, 
and after;much consultation and informal meetings of the . 
E. S- Council, (composed of the I. G. members) and two 
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_ How '* unexpected ” was the i iy be 
gathered from the fact that she E pa И 
little, “occult "1 room next to her own, of a matade shape. and 
structure, in which each of her pupils was to.''.sit »_alone—\* for 
development, ' "under special conditions and ‘under а 
The tiny roof was to be of dark blue'glass) of which I still ‘possess а 
small ‘piece of theocolour:H. РУВ: had fifally selected: — 
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others, Mr. Wm. Kingsland and Dr; W. Wynn Westcott), а 
formal and“ full meeting of the. Council " ‘was: held “at 
Headquarters on May 27th, 189r, when “Bro, Wm::iQ. 
Judge attended as the representative of Н. P. B. undet a 
general power given as below." (Italics"mine.—A; L. C.) 

“ As Head of the Esoteric Section of the Theosophical 
Society, I hereby declare that William -Q. Judge, of 
New York, U.S., in virtue of his character as a chela 
of thirteen years' standing, and of the trust and confidence 
reposed in him, is my only representative for said 
Section in America, and he is the sole channel through 
whom will be sent and received all communications 
between the members of said Section and myself, and 
to him full faith, confidence and credit in that regard 
are to be given, XE Done at London this four- 
teenth day of December, 1888, and in the fourteenth 
year of the Theosophical Society. 


[Seal] Н. P. Blavatsky, ‚=. 


*. .. The Council passed the following minute. „у. 

1 That it was resolved and recorded that the highest 
officials in the School for the present are Annie, Besant 
and William Q. Judge, in accordance with the above- 


= 


quoted order to William: О. Judge of December, 1888, 
and with the. order of April rst, 18091, to Annie Besant, 
as well as with the written declaration of H. P. B. in 
a letter fo William О. Judge dated March 27th, 1801, 
which we now here have read, in, which she wrote that 
Annie Besant should be so considered. The order; of 


April rst, 1892, is as follows :— — - E Е 

Thereby appoint, in’ the name of the Master, пе, ш 
Chief'Secretary of the Inner Group: of „the [ESotenc реч сие 
Recdrder of thé Teachings." D igh th : = E Е 


zie debo u` al ЕЗИ NP tex orae eminet 
3 haber XX Af 
с ў | exact rinted in “the 

ї These orders are here reproduced exactly as р D 


E. S. paper. It should be noted that the one relating to Mi. Judge 
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Finally, we—the Council—declared over our signa- 
tures that “from henceforth with Annie Besant and 
William Q. Judge rest the full charge and management 
of the School.” 

Thus did the Council establish the * Dual Headship,” 
and until her meeting with Mr. ——— , two years 
later, and her subsequent visit to India, Mrs. Besant 
continued to work harmoniously with Mr. Judge in the 
management of the School. 

A full report of this Council meeting was immediately 
seht out to the whole E. S., bearing the date May 27th, 
r89r. Attached to it was an “ Address” signed by 
Mrs. Besant and Mr. Judge as joint “ Outer Heads," 
declaring that these “ changes in the Constitution of 
the School" having been “ made by the joint Councils 
ofthe E. S. T." (Italics mine.—A. L. C.), they considered 
it their “ duty " to issue this address to each member. 

The one error, and the foundation of all subsequent 
ones, as I subsequently realised, was that of speaking 
of themselves as H. P. B.’s “ agents and representatives 
after her departure ” ; for there is nothing whatever in 
the wording of the abovementioned official appointments 
which even suggests such a contingency. Both obviously 
could refer to the holders of them only during H. P. B.’s 
life-time. Indeed, Mr. Judge’s was made when the 





isin larger type than the other. The triangle formed of asterisks “x 
after the words “ regard are to be given ” indicates that H. P. B. is 
there endorsed by an Initiate of a higher grade. It will also be 
noticed that the dots forming the triangle after her signature differ 
іп size in the two orders. Ina note in the Voice of the Silence to the 
words “ Thyself and mind, like twins upon a line, the star which 
is thy goal burns overhead ” Н.Р. B. says “ Every stage of develop- 
ment in Raja-Yoga is symbolised by а geometrical figure. This one 
1s the sacred Triangle [i.e., ..] and precedes Dharana. The A is 
the sign of the high chelas, while another kind of triangle is that of 


high Initiates.” The., is also used in Freemasonry to denote certain 
high degrees. 
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School was founded, and had been operative ever since ; 
while Mrs. Besant's was merely an official confirmation 
of a secretarial office she had filled since the formation 
of the I. G. scarcely nine months previously (thus giving 
her the precedence of Mr. Mead.) It will be seen, how- 
ever, that Mr. Judge's appointment was a far more 
important one than Mrs. Besant’s, and was conferred on 
him “іп virtue of his character as а chela of thirteen 
years’ standing" ; whereas Mrs. Besant had been “on 
probation " only, for barely a year. Moreover, when 
Mr. Judge became the object of attacks in 1889, Н. Р. 
B. issued the following very significant notice :— 


” “ 


“ LONDON, 
October 23rd, 1889. 


“The Esoteric Section and its lifein the U. 5. А. 
depends upon W. Q. J. remaining its agent and what 
he is now. The day W. Q. J. resigns H. P. B. will be 


‚ Virtually dead for the Americans. W. О. J. is the 


Antaskarana between the two Manas(es), the American 
thought and the Indian—or rather the trans-Himálayan 


esoteric knowledge. Dixi. 
H. P. B. 


“Р. S.—W. Q. J. had better show and impress //trs 
on the mind of all those it may concern.” 


This notice appeared inan E. S. paper issued by 
Mrs. Besant and Mr, Judge, dated July 18th, 1894, 
when Mrs. Besant was already implicated in the plot 
against Mr. Judge. 

Mrs. Besant’s appointment, given above, was the 
only official one she ever received from Н. P. B. in 
either the E. S. or T. S. Certainly I never heard of 
anything else. The absolutely Jesuitical nature of her 
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methods is patent, in that she completely ignores the 
documentary facts set forth above. To read the present 
statements it might be imagined that Mr. Judge hardly 
existed at that time, except as an obscure person who, 
as Mr. Kunz tactfully (!) puts it, made an “ unfortunate 
blunder.” As I have shown elsewhere (see ante pp 5, 70) ; 
it is the fact that “ blunders "—and worse than blunders 
— were made after Н. P. B.'s death (see ante p. 86); 
but Mrs. Besant's ^blunders" were far more serious 
than Mr. Judge’s; though both of them were, in the 
first instance, misled by others, whose real aim was to 
disrupt the Society and defeat H. P. B.’s work. 


I possess a copy of the previously mentioned most 
valuable “ Preliminary Memorandum” to Instructions 
III, as issued by H. P. B. to her students ; and a prefatory 
note states :— 


The following "Preliminary Memorandum” was written 
by Н. P. B. at the time of a grave crisis, or rather series 
of crises, through which the T. S. passed in 1889-90. 
Treachery within the E. S. itself, and persistent and relentless 
attacks on the T. S. from without, especially in America 
necessitated the striking of a tresh keynote and giving 
directions for the closing up oi the ranks of the E. S. At 
the time of reprinting the Instructions in London in 1890-01, 
certain portions of this “Preliminary Memorandum ” dealing 
with the details of the matter were purposely omitted by 
those of H. P. B.’s pupils who were constituted the editors 
[Mrs. Besant and Mr. Mead], these portions being deemed by 
them of too personal a character to remain. This was done 
when Н. P. B. was too ill to supervise, without her: sanction, 
and, as she afterwards said, much against her wishes. [Some 
of the details omitted related to attacks on Mr ‘pal e, and 
the duty of defending him “when the time p zi 


д Similarly, М. Mead omitted from his “third and 
revised edition " of Н. P. B.’s Key to Theosophy, published 
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in 1893, most of the partin which the author deals with 
Ње Report of the Society for Psychical Research, classing 
it with “ passages of a controversial nature, which^are 
no longer of general interest." Yet the public at large 
still accept this Reportas a proof that H. P. B.'was 
a fraud, a charlatan, and a Russian spy! : 

Another feature of this edition, as of others of her 
works produced after her death, is what he calls “a 
systematic use of italics and capitals." This means that 
he abandons H. P. B.'s extremely effective use of large 
and small capitals and italics to emphasise the importance 
of words like MYSTERIES, OCCULTISM, WISDOM- 
RELIGION, etc., or SELF, SELF, and Self to indicate 
the three different selves in man, and so robs her text 
of much of its emphasis and meaning. One has to 
compare- her editions with these posthumos ounes to 
realise the extent to which this has been done. It is 
particularly noticeable in The Voice of the Silence, where 
the exact meaning often depends on the distinctions 
H. P. B. thus makes. (See her article on Occultism 
quoted ante p. 3r). 


CONCLUSION. 


If the “ Back to Blavatsky ” movement accomplishes 
nothing else, let us hope it may succeed in getting rid 
of all this vandalism and re-establishing H. P. B.’s works 
on their original basis, that she may go down to posterity 
оп her own merits and not altered and distorted by the 
brain-mind notions of her followers. Some of this work 
is already being done by organisations or private enter- 
prise, but it needs to be systematised and co-ordinated.! 





. 1 Itis only fair to give Mrs. Tingley's Organisation credit for 
the good work it is doing in publishing accurate reprints of Н. P. Б.з 
Works with all the references carefully: checked, but none of her own 
Writing tampered with.. Now that the 1888 edition of The Secret 
Doctrine is so soarce,-students will be glad to know that an unaltered 
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Although the “door” had to be "shut" at the end 
of 1899, H. P. B. in her last paragraph of the Key to 
Theosophy expressed the hope that, “when the time 
comes for the effort of the twentieth century [e in 
1975]. besides a large and accessible literature ready 
to men's hands, the next impulse will find a numerous 
and united body of people ready to welcome the new 
Torch-bearer of Truth." 

It has been my painful task to show how lamentably 
we have failed to realise her hopes. The “ united body " 
she sacrificed so much to create and hold together, was 
disrupted barely four years after her death; the main 
body under the Besant-Leadbeater régime is following 
strange gods; while the great literary legacy left by 
H. P. B. has not only been seriously tampered with, 
but even largely superseded and obscured by books 
which will certainly not be of any assistance to the 
next “ Torch-Bearer." 

Some years ago I founded an H. P. B. Lending 
Library with my original editions of her works, and 
others that are reliable and in line with her teacbing. 
It has already done much good, especially among those 
who have been misled and kept in ignorance of them. 
If others would do the same we can in time hope to 
stem the tide of evil and error, and preserve H. P. B.'s 
message untainted until 1975. It is now within the 
life-span of our younger students, many of whom, as 
the children of Theosophists, have been brought up on 
the teachings and will bridge the gap for us. 





reprint can now be had instead of the Besant corruption. The 
reprint of Isis Unveiled, with the addition of an excellent Index, has 
long been wanted; and the original paging has been preserved, S° 
that the Index also serves for the original edition. It is to be regretted 
that these reprints are prefaced by an account of the Theosophical 


Movement from Mrs. Tingley’s point of view, which is inaccurate 
and misleading. However, this is easily removed. 


L gu 


The bridging of this gap, however, has been rendered 
more difficult than it should have been; first, by the 
failure of the T. S. as a living spiritual force in the world ; 
and second, by the sinister activities of this “ ill-omened 
partnership " which almost immediately followed. The 
whole tragic and dreadful history, íragments only of 
which I have been able to give in this brief examination, 
proves what incalculable harm “ Leadbeaterism’” is 
working on the minds of the rising generation. Not only 
is he the virtual director of Mrs. Besant’s Society, but 
he has completely infected her mind with his soul- 
destroying teachings. Hers.is the real responsibility, 
therefore!; and hers the Aarma of ruining H. P. B.'s 
life-work, and carrying with her in her fall thousands 
upon thousands of honest, but too credulous and easily 
deceived souls along the broad and flowery road “leading 
to destruction.” 

As Н. P. B. says in concluding her “ Occultism 
versus the Occult Arts” :—“ If, while turning their 
backs on the narrow gate, they are dragged by their 
desire for the Occult one step in the direction of the 
broad and more inviting Gates of that golden mystery 
which glitters in the light of illusion, woe to ет! 
It can lead only to Dugpa-ship, andthey will be sure 
to find themselves very soon landed on that Va Fatale of 
the Inferno, over whose portal Dante read the words ;— 


“ Pey me st va nella città dolente 
Per me si va nell'eterno dolore 

р ,› 
Per те si va tra la perduta gente. 








1 In a letter from a Master to a friend occur these е F 
“You are responsible for the influence that you permit others 
exert over you.” 


ADDENDUM. 


The Australian Crisis. 


Тнк official account of the events in Australia last spring 
reached me toolate toincludein its proper place (ante, p. 4) 
but its importance as the latest phase of the Leadbeater 
scandal demands quotation of the principal details. Australia 
has been the scene of Mr. Leadbeater's activities since the 
Madras lawsuits (ante, p., 39). made India too hot for him 
in 1913., ' Needless to say, the same scandals were repeated 
there, and finally brought about a crisis. at the T. S. Conven- 
tion last Easter in Sydney. Two of Mr. Leadbeater's Indian 
“ pupils,” Krishnamurti (see ante, p. 12) and Jinarajadasa, 
secured a vote of confidence in Mrs. Besant and Mr. Lead- 
beater which roused strong opposition. I quote from a long 
circular letter issued to the members by one of the opposi- 
tion, Mr. J. М. Prentice, of Hobart, who is evidently а 
leading officer. It is dated May 28, 1922. | 


Mrs. Besant REFUSES AN ENQUIRY. 


Soon after Convention Mrs. Besant arrived in: Sydney [from India] 
a very worried and angry woman. At the Sydney’ Lodge she spoke on 
the lines of “ Judge not that ye be not judged,” ‘and made it thoroughly 
apparent that she was not in favour of anything in the nature of ап 
Enquiry. During the Convention Leadbeater had issued a special 
statement to the E. S. T. which led to its expulsion from the Sydney 
Lodge building. It was this that had finally angered Mrs. Besant to 
boiling point ..... She expressed:a wish to meet the Lodge Committee 
and talk over the difficulties. There was a three-hour conference that 
led nowhere. Tam told thatshe was helpless to a point of pathos. She 
denied everything as far as Leadbeater and Wedgwood [see anie, р. 62] 
were, concerned, and refused to consider anything in the nature of an 
Enquiry. She read from old files of the Theosophist how Leadbeater 
had been rehabilitated, but a member of the Executive challenged her 


with more recent happenings, to which she could only reply that she 
did “not believe them." 





[ «931 
A TERRIFIC Press CRITICISM... 


“Two days later the Daily Telegraph came out With'a ‘tremendous 
attack on the ‘ Liberal Catholic Church.’ The result was terrific. At 
the members’ meeting that night feeling ran very high. The Telegraph 
had a reporter present and came out with six or seven columns under 
heavily leaded headlines. Moreover this information was disseminated 
to all the papers the Telegraph is correspondent for. The result is that 
irreparable damage: has ‘been done to Theosophy : and .the Society ; 
although the ablest papers are willing to admit that. there is still-a 
minority genuinely fighting for sanity and cleanness ій tho T. S. 


GOVERNMENT ENQUIRY [NSTITUTED. 


' The Government has now instituted an Enquiry, but ŝo far I do not 
know the scope of its intention. І have been told by telegram that the 
Leadbeater boys have been examined or interrogated . . . One'of the 
latest developments was when Mr. A. B. Piddington, a leading barrister 
and K. C. of Sydney, resigned from the Presidency oi the Public 
Questions Society of Sydney University rather than meet Mrs. 
Besant at a public address which she proposed to give to the members. 
He has addressed a scathing letter to the Telegraph, or rather released for 
publication his letter of resignation, which is a remarkable summing-up 
of the position. 


Mm. PIDDINGTON, К. C.’s OPINION. 


The following are the chief points made by this gentle- 
man, who is not a member of the T. S., and therefore repre- 
sents an impartial legal and public view of the moral issue at 
stake :— i 


My resignation is based on the ground that the Society ought to 
withdraw its invitation to Mrs. Besant until the matters involved in hey 
defence of Мг. С. W. Leadbeater haye been settled. by a trustworthy 
tribunal., | У 

Grave allegations were recent] made against Mr., Leadbeater by Mr. 
Martyn [see ante, p. 18,} for-his letter to Mrs. Besant, and Mr. Lead- 
beater's precept and practice in the training of boys bave been quoted. 
Mr. Martyn is supported by other reputable Australians. Eun 

Before landing here, and since, Mrs.-Besant has refused any inquiry 
into these matters, and taken up positions which, in a teacher of morals 
disentitle her to be heard by an undergraduate society which exists for 
the pursuit of truth. These positions are :— Е 

I. That thereis a class of beings so high in the religious order that to 
accuse them is presumption on the part of the'common people.: "Indeed 
accusations are © persecution,'. which proves the sanctity. of these higher 
beings, and is (in Mrs. Besant’s wards) the, f seal of their apostolate.’ 
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2. Mrs. Besant refers Mr. Leadbeater's challengers to the courts, 
though to "propagate in private the abominable tenet held by him does 
not constitute an offence against any law, but only against common 
decency as understood by ordinary men. 

3. She writes that she does not believe, and will not discuss Mr. 
Martyn's allegations, though she writes from India of what Mr. 
Martyn says happened in his own home in Sydney. 

If these are good reasons for refusing to hold an inquiry, then im- 
morality can be safely taught and practised in higb places so long as the 
teacher belongs to Mrs. Besant's way of thinking. ‘Irom the public 
point of view such a claim cuts the ground from all morals. 

In her letter to the Daily Telegraph [of Sydney] for May 18, Mrs. 
Besant asks the public to believe that Mr. Leadbeater has to meet 
charges relating to 1906 [sce ante, p. 27], and disposed of [?] by some 
private investigation in r9o8. The fact is ignored that Mr. Martyn's 
accusations relate to conduct since тота, Worse than this, the fact is 
suppressed that Mrs. Besant in 1913 was herself ordered by the Madras 
High Court to return to their father two boys whom she insisted in 
placing in Mr. Leadbeater’s care, in spite of the father's protest. 
[See ante, p. 40] . . . Mr. Justice Bakewell said that, from 
Leadbeater's evidence, he was “certainly an immoral person, and 
highly unfit to be in charge of the boys." He also found that Mrs. 
Besant had violated her stipulation made with the father before 
parting with the boys, that they should have nothing to do with Mr. 
Leadbeater. (London Times, March 8, 1913.) 

In the following year Mr. Leadbeater came to Australia and now 
"trains " Australian boys. 

Mrs, Besant lent herself and her oratory to the acquittal, without 
evidence, of Mr. Leadbeater at a public meeting . . . In my view it is 
29 bad to rescue a man from public justice (which is a wider term than 
criminal law) by the exercise of a dominating personal veto, as it is to do 
it by money or social or any other ‘influence '—' influence ' which is the 
pei Но justice . . . She may effect a master-stroke of 
dis БОНУ = ч еуегу canon of fairplay, let alone of that ordi- 
М y which all men, high or humble, must be content to be 
judged. These sombre facts stand out :— 


1. Mrs. Besant’s chief colleague has stated as late as 1913 in open 


court that he still believed in teaching a detestable vice to boys, which 
he had previously taught them. 


2. An Engli i 

L^. n English Judge for this reason declared him to be an immoral 
3. Mr. Martyn accused Mr. Leadbeate i i 
3-3 r с s r of being still what the 

English ш said of him, and alleged fact upon fact in support of this- 
4. z Besant has shielded. Mr. Leadbeater from inquiry. 

.. 5. Mr. Leadbeater says nothing. 





‘AN INDICTMENT OF Mrs. BESANT BY A RESIGNING MEMBER 


OF HER E. S. 


Further very recent testimony and criticism is furnished 
by a letter of resignation from Mrs. Besant’s Esoteric School 
by Mr. Hugh R. Gillespie, of Krotona, California, one of the 
strongholds of the “ Liberal Catholic Church.” The letter, 
dated May 29, is printed in the О. E. Critic of August r6, 
and the Editor in a prefatory note says :— 


The writer . . . is well-known to Theosophists of three continents 
as a lecturer and as a fearless, persistent and uncompromising fighter for 
honesty and cleanness in the T. S. For almost three years he was 
attached to Adyar as architect and sanitary engineer. . . He was at 
Adyar during the trial of the “ Cases " in the Madras courts and saw 
the whole sordid drama in action. During this period he had abundant 
opportunity for getting light, as well as sidelights, on the working of the 
Adyar machine and on the personal peculiarities of the gods and 
demigods of the Theosophical Olympus. Later he was resident three 
years at Krotona, where similar opportunities were not Jacking. 


Mr. Gillespie writes that he resigns as a protest against 
the actions and utterances of Mrs. Besant as “ Outer Head ” 
of the E. S. and President of the T. S., and continues :— 


These actions and utterances have, since her assumption of the 
above mentioned positions, been of such a character that, to use the 
words of H. P. B., the Theosophical Society is 

'" . . . being made a spectacle to the world through the exagger- 
ations of some fanatics, and the attempt of various charlatans to profit 
by a ready-made programme. These, by disfiguring and adapting 
Occultism to their own filthy and immoral ends bring disgrace on the 
whole movement." 

As a result of Mrs. Besant's methods we learn that the T. S. and 
E. S.in almost every section is seething with dissension. England, 
Australia and America are racked and torn ; Germany is split ; Finland 
is shattered, and the closing of the E. S. for some four years in 
Switzerland indicates the conditions there. E 

Mrs. Besant's arrogance and vanity in office and her lack of dignity, 
as exemplified in her ridiculous “© Whom will ye serve ?” tirade, and her 
letter of March, 1922, have drawn' the attention of the great London 
weekly Truth, and in its pages the T. S. is held up to the Scorn and 
tidicule of the world. [I have dealt with these under the heading of 
“ Mrs Besant's Latest Assertions and Claims Examined."—A. L. C.] 

So far as the E. S. is concerned, my experience of its working under 
Mrs, Besant in Australia, Adyar, England, and America enable me to 
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assert that it is nothing but a political machine used for the purpose of- 
securiiig the ascendancy of Mrs. Besant in the various bodics to which 
E. S. members have gained access. - [I would draw particular attention 
io this important statement. It.is especially true of India, which is 
the principal scene of her political activities —A. L. С.) 

Guido 5 Í Mrs. Besant's parade of thrusting the L. C. C. out of the 
У S. door while: bringing it in by the E. S. window, added to her con 
donemént ‘of the vile practices of the L. C. C.’bishops and priests, fall 
little short of a betrayal of the T S. and could only be adequately met 
by her resignation from all office. . ... . 
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